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Abstract		North	Head	Quarantine	Station	was	established	in	the	1830s	as	a	means	to	protect	the	population	of	Sydney,	Australia,	from	the	threat	of	communicable	diseases	such	as	plague,	smallpox,	cholera	and	typhus.	The	practice	of	maritime	quarantine	in	Sydney	throughout	the	nineteenth	and	twentieth	centuries	coincided	with	radical	changes	in	the	way	that	disease	transmission	was	understood,	as	earlier	ideas	such	as	noxious	‘miasmas’	bound	to	localities	were	supplanted	by	modern	germ	theory.	The	Quarantine	Station	bore	witness	to	these	transitions,	and	as	such	is	an	ideal	case	study	through	which	to	explore	the	archaeological	signature	of	evolving	understandings	of	–	and	responses	to	–	disease.	Within	the	archaeological	literature,	disease	is	primarily	accessed	and	configured	through	human	remains.	The	present	research	builds	on	this	scholarship	by	considering	the	ways	in	which	objects	and	places,	as	well	as	people,	have	been	materially	transformed	via	their	historical	associations	with	infection.			This	project	examines	how	disease	has	been	materialised	at	quarantine	sites,	and	remains	interpretable	through	the	archaeological	assemblage.	Drawing	on	relational	concepts	including	DeLanda’s	(2006)	assemblage	theory,	my	research	adopts	a	multiscalar	approach,	beginning	with	an	examination	of	the	landscape	of	North	Head	and	the	ways	in	which	disease	has	been	located	and	controlled	within	it.	The	discussion	then	moves	to	the	level	of	the	collection,	drawing	out	the	taphonomic	processes	that	have	brought	objects	into	and	out	of	association	with	the	institution.	Finally,	individual	objects	are	interrogated	in	order	to	evaluate	the	direct	relationships	between	object	and	disease	–	as	objects	that	reveal	or	erase	disease,	or	objects	that	are	themselves	diseased.	These	scales	are	then	drawn	together	to	consider	what	constitutes	an	archaeology	of	quarantine,	and	the	role	of	disease	within	this	institutional	assemblage.		 	
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Chapter	1: Introduction	
	Figure	1.1	View	of	the	Sydney	Heads,	with	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	at	left	and	South	Head	to	the	right,	by	George	F.	Halsted,	circa	1880	(Source:	Mitchell	Library,	State	Library	of	NSW	V1/Har/12).	Immigrants	journeying	towards	the	colonial	port	city	of	Sydney	in	the	nineteenth	century	watched	in	anticipation	for	the	twin	headlands	that	acted	as	a	gateway	to	the	settlement	(Figure	1.1).	Whilst	a	lighthouse	stood	as	beacon	and	sentry	on	the	southern	promontory,	a	prominent	flagpole	marked	the	inner	extent	of	North	Head(Foxhall	2012,	188).	Once	their	ships	passed	from	the	Pacific	Ocean	into	the	natural	harbour	of	Port	Jackson,	arrivals	were	a	scant	twelve	kilometres	from	the	centre	of	Sydney	(Figure	1.2),	but	for	many	their	journey	was	far	from	over.	If	any	quarantinable	diseases	were	found	on	board,	the	vessel	and	all	of	its	complement	–	sick	and	healthy	alike	–	would	take	an	enforced	detour	to	North	Head	Quarantine	Station.	Diseases	subject	to	maritime	quarantine	included	those	understood	to	be	infectious	(communicated	by	proximity)	or	contagious	(transmitted	via	contact),	particularly	smallpox,	bubonic	plague,	cholera,	yellow	fever,	typhus	fever,	and	influenza.	As	this	thesis	will	argue,	these	modes	of	diffusion	shaped	material	and	spatial	manifestations	at	the	quarantine	institution.		
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	Figure	1.2	Location	of	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	North	Head	was	utilised	as	a	quarantine	ground	beginning	in	1828,	with	the	first	sanctioned	on-shore	quarantine	occurring	in	1835.	Upon	entering	the	harbour,	the	imposing	cliffs	of	the	headland	gave	way	to	sandy	beaches,	providing	“a	sheltered	landing	area	and	a	large,	open	space	for	airing	goods,	clothing,	and	bedding”	(Foxhall	2012,	190).	As	the	nineteenth	century	progressed,	this	open	space	would	be	transformed	into	a	highly	structured	complex	of	buildings	designed	to	inspect,	categorise	and	cleanse	both	goods	and	people	before	distributing	them	throughout	the	institution.	For	many	of	the	detainees,	the	site	made	an	appealing	first	impression,	“a	most	beautiful	place	to	look	at”(Charles	Moore	describing	North	Head	in	1855,	quoted	in	Foxhall	2012,	209).	However,	this	vista	could	be	quickly	tempered	by	trepidation	or	indignation	over	the	perceived	slur	on	their	character	by	their	incarceration	“in	this	miserable	spot	called	quarantine”	(Thomas	East	describing	North	Head	in	1883,	quoted	in	Maglen	2006,	321).	Before	being	put	ashore,	mail	and	other	dispatches	were	retrieved	from	the	ship	using	a	pair	of	wooden	tongs,	which	acted	as	a	safeguard	to	protect	against	the	potential	
3		
contaminants	harboured	within	(Foxhall	2012,	208).	Upon	disembarkation,	one	passenger	in	1879	reported	that	“all	our	things	were	thrown	together	of	a	heap	and	had	to	be	sorted	out	on	the	wet	sands	and	then	we	had	to	walk	a	mile	and	a	half	up	a	steep	rocky	hill	to	carry	all	your	bags	and	beds	yourself”	(from	the	diary	of	Elizabeth	Allbon,	reprinted	in	Hassam	1995,	203).	Upon	arrival	at	North	Head,	the	luggage	that	had	carried	their	hopes	for	a	new	life	in	the	colony	became	a	burden,	and	a	potential	source	of	contagion.	Beyond	the	beach,	passengers	were	confronted	by	a	landscape	divided	between	the	sick	and	the	healthy,	and	which	as	the	years	progressed	was	progressively	transected	by	fences	into	increasingly	complex	subdivisions.	At	first,	the	outer	perimeter	of	the	institution	was	delineated	by	thirteen	whitewashed	stone	cairns	(Foxhall	2012,	191),	a	physical	reminder	of	their	imposed	sequestration	from	the	settlement	that	lay	beyond.	For	residents	of	the	colony,	the	sight	of	the	quarantine	flag	flying	atop	a	mast	on	the	headland	served	as	a	warning	of	the	threat	that	lurked	within	the	institution,	its	yellow	hue	evoking	both	the	jaundiced	pallor	of	the	afflicted	and	the	sulphurous	fumes	that	were	used	to	disinfect	and	purify	them.	These	material	markers	suggest	some	of	the	myriad	ways	in	which	infection	and	contagion	manifested	at	North	Head,	through	objects	that	variously	signified,	conveyed,	or	repelled	disease.	
1.1 ‘The	Age	of	Universal	Contagion’	“The	age	of	globalisation”,	argue	Hardt	and	Negri	(2000,	136),	“is	the	age	of	universal	contagion”.	Globalisation	defines	the	modern	world.	While	the	circulation	of	goods,	people,	and	ideas	is	not	a	new	phenomenon,	the	notable	acceleration	of	this	process	from	the	fifteenth	century	onwards	has	created	new	forms	of	exchange	across	an	increasingly	interconnected	planet	(Horning	and	Schweickart	2016,	34).	The	resultant	exchanges	and	contacts	are	expressed	via	the	interrelated	forces	of	colonialism,	of	capitalism,	and	of	migration.	But	in	making	people	and	goods	mobile,	these	forces	also	mobilised	disease,	enabling	“the	worldwide	spread	of	viruses	and	bacteria	that	had	previously	occupied	relatively	local	geographies”	(Bewell	2003,	4).	As	early	modern	–	and	then	modern	–	ships	traversed	the	world’s	oceans	in	greater	numbers	and	at	an	increasing	pace,	diseases	hijacked	these	existing	circulations	of	trade	and	travel	(Lavau	2014,	299).	While	globalisation	facilitated	the	mass	movement	of	people	and	commodities,	progress	came	with	a	significant	trade-off	–	the	rendering	of	those	circulations	as	“potentially	deadly”	(Jackson	2012,	59).	As	Horning	and	Schweickart	(2016,	44)	contend,	these	biomedical	exchanges	are	not	simply	a	correlate	of	cultural	and	commercial	intercourse,	but	rather	“must	also	be	understood	as	central	to	the	processes	and	consequences	of	globalisation”.	These	processes,	as	expressed	through	material	culture,	have	long	been	of	interest	to	historical	archaeologists,	spurred	by	Orser’s	(1996,	183)	exhortation	to	dig	locally,	but	to	think	globally.	Archaeological	investigations	of	globalisation	are	concerned	with	the	material	effects	of	the	linkages	created	by	commerce,	colonialism,	and	both	forced	and	
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voluntary	immigration.	Recent	notable	publications	include	a	special	issue	of	Historical	
Archaeology	centred	around	the	themes	of	‘globalisation,	immigration,	and	transformation’	(Brooks	2013),	and	an	edited	volume	which	considers	the	archaeology	of	globalisation	from	a	long	temporal	perspective	(Hodos	2017).	Archaeologists	now	acknowledge	the	impact	of	globalisation	upon	both	the	archaeological	record,	and	the	disciplinary	perspectives	and	practices	that	interpret	it	(Lozny	2011;	Brooks	2013,	2).	Where	disease	has	been	recognised	as	an	archaeological	consequence	of	these	processes,	it	has	largely	been	in	the	context	of	effects	on	indigenous	populations	subject	to	colonising	forces	(for	example	Mires	1994;	Hutchinson	and	Mitchem	2001;	Ramenofsky,	Wilbur,	and	Stone	2003;	Warrick	2003;	Gosden	2004;	Becker	2013).	What	has	received	less	attention	from	within	the	discipline	are	the	ways	in	which	the	spread	of	contagious	and	infectious	disease	was	managed	and	mitigated.	This	complexity	was	not	only	a	consequence	of	initial	contact	between	cultural	groups,	but	rather	an	ongoing	facet	of	trade	and	migration.	A	persistent	tension	which	came	to	a	head	in	the	nineteenth	century	was	the	need	to	facilitate	trade	and	‘productive’	immigration,	while	curtailing	the	accompanying	importation	of	disease	and	infirmity	(Hays	1998,	132;	Maglen	2002,	416).	An	imperative	emerged	for	borders	to	act	as	“semipermeable	membranes	…	open	for	some	kinds	of	communication	but	closed	for	others”	(Huber	2006,	453).	This	thesis	explores	one	such	membrane–	the	institution	of	quarantine	–	which	acted	as	both	conduit	and	filter,	variously	permitting	or	disrupting	the	flows	of	globalisation.	
1.2 North	Head	Quarantine	Station:	A	Case	Study	Emerging	from	the	social	and	demographic	enormity	of	the	Black	Death	in	the	mid-fourteenth	century,	the	practice	of	quarantine	was	intended	as	a	means	of	rupturing	the	bonds	of	contagion	that	were	increasingly	facilitated	by	escalating	commerce	and	cultural	intercourse.	In	so	doing,	quarantine	institutions	were	concerned	not	only	with	disease,	but	also	became	entangled	within	political	and	economic	debates.	Emergent	issues	encompassed	collective	safety	versus	personal	liberty,	the	relationship	between	colony	and	empire,	the	facilitation	of	trade,	the	regulation	of	immigration	and	the	racial	politics	inherent	therein,	alongside	the	creation	and	enforcement	of	national	borders.		While	quarantine	has	been	practiced	around	the	world	in	its	modern	form	since	at	least	the	fifteenth	century	(Stevens	Crawshaw	2013),	its	Australian	manifestations	are	particularly	compelling.	Spanning	the	transition	from	colonies	to	a	federated	Commonwealth	in	1901,	Australian	practice	arose	at	a	time	when	the	efficacy,	utility,	and	ethics	of	quarantine	were	being	vigorously	debated.	While	we	might	expect	the	fledgling	Australian	colonies	to	have	replicated	the	disease	control	policies	of	Britain,	quarantine	instead	took	hold	in	Australia	as	it	was	being	dismantled	in	the	Imperial	centre	(Maglen	2005;	Maglen	2014).	The	practice	of	quarantine	in	Australia	has	been	described	as	“the	quintessential	instance	of	national	medico-legal	border	control”	
5		
(Bashford	2006,	8),	its	biomedical	boundaries	mapping	tidily	onto	the	continent’s	ragged	edge.		
	Figure	1.3	Map	of	Australia	indicating	the	location	of	quarantine	stations	and	the	major	trade	routes	that	linked	them	to	international	ports	in	the	wake	of	World	War	I.	The	link	between	national	identity	and	biomedical	security	is	patent	(Source:	Cumpston,	Elkington,	and	Robertson	1919,	frontispiece).	Throughout	the	nineteenth	century,	the	Australian	mainland	would	come	to	be	encircled	by	a	group	of	maritime	quarantine	stations,	dotted	along	the	coastline	in	association	with	the	major	ports	(Figure	1.3).	While,	as	Lawrence	and	Davis	(2011,	69)	argue,	“Australia	has	always	been	a	maritime	country,	reliant	on	the	sea	for	survival,”	these	stations	were	a	recognition	that	the	transportation	of	goods	and	people	was	also	a	potential	threat.	The	first	of	these	institutions	to	be	established,	and	last	to	close,	was	North	Head	Quarantine	Station,	which	sits	at	the	gateway	to	Sydney	Harbour,	located	to	intercept	vessels	passing	through	the	heads	before	they	reached	the	settlement.	A	system	of	quarantine	was	first	established	in	the	colony	of	New	South	Wales	in	1802	(Peter	Freeman	Pty	Ltd	2000,	51),	although	its	earliest	incarnations	were	“informal	and	ad	hoc”	(Foxhall	2012,	189).	North	Head	was	first	used	as	a	quarantine	ground	in	1828	to	detain	the	guards	and	convicts	of	the	Bussorah	Merchant	(Foley	1995,	18).	By	this	time,	Sydney	had	become	“an	important	node	in	global	and	imperial	maritime	networks	
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of	trade	and	communication”	(Foxhall	2012,	188–189).	In	addition	to	ships	carrying	British	immigrants,	vessels	were	arriving	with	cargo	from	locales	such	as	India,	the	United	States,	and	the	Cape	of	Good	Hope.	These	increasingly	international	networks	of	exchange	carried	with	them	contagions,	leading	the	colonial	government	to	pass	the	first	Quarantine	Act	in	1832.	Gazetted	that	same	year,	North	Head	was	declared	an	official	quarantine	ground	on	19	July	1837.	This	thesis	takes	the	institution	that	developed	from	that	proclamation	as	its	case	study	to	explore	the	archaeology	of	quarantine.	Established	as	a	line	of	defence	to	protect	the	colony	of	New	South	Wales	from	contagious	disease,	the	first	quarantine	buildings	and	structures	were	in	place	by	1838.	Extensive	changes	and	additions	were	made	throughout	its	operation,	in	concert	with	transformations	in	the	institution’s	administration,	and	emergent	social	and	medical	understandings	of	the	nature	of	contagious	disease.	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	closed	in	1984,	bringing	to	an	end	the	network	of	maritime	quarantine	stations	that	had	bordered	Australia.	The	site	initially	became	a	National	Park,	and	is	currently	operated	as	‘Q	Station’,	a	heritage	and	tourism	destination.		The	primary	objectives	of	this	research	are	to	document	and	define	the	archaeological	assemblage	of	North	Head	Quarantine	Station,	to	evaluate	the	role	of	contagious	disease	within	the	assemblage,	and	to	assess	how	it	can	be	accessed	archaeologically.	How	did	the	‘potentially	deadly’	nature	of	the	objects	that	passed	through	the	Station	affect	the	ways	in	which	they	were	understood,	engaged	with,	and	disposed	of?	How	did	the	health	and	social	identities	of	the	people	detained	in	quarantine	interact	and	coalesce?	What	are	the	material	implications	and	manifestations	of	contagious	disease?		Mobility	remains	a	persistent	theme	throughout	this	dissertation,	as	I	question	how	disease	moves	into,	through,	and	out	of	the	quarantine	site.	Subsequent	chapters	will	chart	the	ways	in	which	such	movement	has	been	made	tangible,	how	disease	can	be	identified	within	quarantine	objects,	structures,	and	landscapes,	and	the	extent	to	which	its	presence	persists	or	has	been	erased.	This	study	also	pursues	a	number	of	broader	objectives.	Although	the	archaeology	of	institutions	has	been	established	as	a	significant	body	of	scholarship	within	historical	archaeology,	quarantine	institutions	in	particular	remain	relatively	unexamined.	This	research	seeks	not	merely	to	address	this	gap	in	the	literature	–	in	differentiating	quarantine	from	other	related	institutional	forms	–	but	to	contribute	more	broadly	to	our	archaeological	understanding	of	‘the	institution’.		
1.3 The	Quarantine	Assemblage	The	approach	adopted	here	to	the	archaeology	of	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	could	be	termed	‘epidemiological’,	in	the	sense	that	it	locates	disease	and	traces	its	material	trajectories	and	mobilities	within	the	quarantine	institution,	much	as	medical	epidemiology	traces	the	incidence	and	distribution	of	disease	throughout	populations	
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and	places.	The	maladies	with	which	this	research	is	concerned	are	not	merely	biological	entities,	but	also	discursive	ones.	Within	archaeology,	disease	is	often	engaged	via	the	lens	of	human	skeletal	remains.	Certainly,	this	osteological	approach	can	contribute	to	knowledge	about	diet,	infection,	medical	knowledge	and	burial	practices.	However,	disease	classifications	vary	culturally	and	historically	(Caplan	1993,	240;	Duchan	and	Kovarsky	2009,	2).	Discord	over	disease	causation	and	propagation	was	particularly	relevant	throughout	the	nineteenth	century,	when	social	and	medical	understandings	of	illness	and	its	transmission	were	in	flux.	As	Hays	(1998,	1)	stresses,	we	are	able	to	differentiate	between	“the	individual	physical	reality	of	sickness	and	death,	the	social	response	to	such	physical	illness,	and	the	changing	ways	in	which	…	societies	have	constructed	the	meaning	of	disease”.	The	account	of	disease	pursued	throughout	this	research	remains	“sensitive	to	the	importance	of	‘perceptions’	–	the	ways	in	which	disease	has	been	interpreted	or	‘constructed’	in	the	past”	(Slack	1992,	3).	The	ensuing	research	is	thus	able	to	interpret	responses	to	epidemics	within	their	cultural,	historical	and	material	contexts:	ideas	and	representations	of	disease	are	just	as	important	as	its	physical	and	social	manifestations	in	shaping	the	environment	and	practices	of	quarantine.	Orser	(1996,	183)	has	called	on	historical	archaeologists	to	adopt	a	global	perspective	that	“unambiguously	understands	the	significance	of	past	networks	of	interaction”.	In	examining	North	Head	Quarantine	Station,	this	research	attends	to	both	the	internal	and	external	interactions	of	the	institution,	many	of	which	arise	from	the	international	flow	of	disease	and	the	potential	for	contagion.		The	following	chapters	are	deeply	informed	by	relational	theories,	in	particular	assemblage	theory	as	initially	described	by	Deleuze	and	Guattari	(2013,	first	published	1980),	and	subsequently	interpreted	by	DeLanda	(2006),	Bennett	(2005;	2010),	and	others.	An	assemblage	is	understood	as	a	“whole	whose	properties	emerge	from	the	interactions	between	parts”	(DeLanda	2006,	5),	allowing	assemblages	to	speak	to	the	possibilities	that	arise	from	the	interactions	that	define	them	(Pezzarossi	2014,	355).	Deleuze,	in	conversation	with	Parnet,	has	referred	to	the	relations	described	by	assemblage	theory	as	“contagions”	and	“epidemics”	(Deleuze	and	Parnet	2006,	69).	In	applying	this	framework	to	the	study	of	the	quarantine	institution,	Deleuze’s	metaphor	is	shown	also	to	manifest	very	tangible	connotations.	Disease	and	contagion	create	relations	between	objects,	people,	and	places,	and	are	made	material	within	the	quarantine	landscape.	This	theoretical	framework	is	interrogated	largely	via	archaeological	analysis	of	the	landscape	of	North	Head,	in	concert	with	the	thousands	of	objects	held	in	the	Sydney	Quarantine	Station	Moveable	Heritage	Collection.	These	sources	were	selected	in	response	to	the	objectives	of	this	research,	as	well	as	the	challenges	and	limitations	of	the	site	as	outlined	in	its	archaeological	management	plan	(National	Parks	and	Wildlife	Service	of	NSW	2000).	Time	and	space	are	the	primary	technologies	quarantine	relied	
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upon	to	curtail	the	spread	of	disease,	and	this	study	accordingly	adopts	a	multiscalar	and	multitemporal	approach.	Quarantine	was	a	highly	temporary	and	transitory	experience	for	detainees.	My	research	acknowledges	their	experiences	while	also	considering	the	ways	in	which	the	institution	itself	has	persisted	and	evolved	through	time.	Concurrently,	while	I	consider	quarantine	at	the	scale	of	the	individual	diseased	object	or	body,	I	also	position	it	within	a	global	network	of	sites	of	institutional	confinement.	Contagion	acts	as	a	thread	which	sutures	these	interlocking	scales	and	temporalities,	drawing	them	together	into	a	dynamic,	contingent,	and	yet	distinctive	quarantine	assemblage.	
1.4 Plan	of	the	Dissertation	This	dissertation	progresses	through	a	process	of	disassembling	and	reassembling	the	quarantine	institution.	I	begin	by	establishing	a	framework	for	analysis,	then	moving	sequentially	inwards	in	scale,	before	expanding	outwards	again	to	interpret	the	overall	assemblage.	Chapter	2	(Quarantine	in	Context)	examines	the	segregation	of	putatively	infected	individuals	and	goods	within	historical	and	global	context.	The	chapter	commences	by	conceptualising	quarantine	as	both	practice	and	place,	considering	its	use	in	relation	to	evolving	theories	of	disease	transmission.	A	historical	background	for	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	places	it	within	the	context	of	a	worldwide	and	highly	politicised	network	of	quarantine	sites,	connected	by	the	international	flows	of	people,	ships,	cargo,	and	disease.	This	chapter	draws	particularly	on	historical,	geographical	and	material	accounts	of	quarantine	in	order	to	highlight	the	potential	contribution	of	an	archaeological	approach.	The	following	chapter	(Approaching	an	Archaeology	of	Quarantine)	argues	that	North	Head	should	be	placed	not	only	within	the	context	of	quarantine	and	public	health,	but	can	also	be	positioned	within	broader	processes	of	institutionalisation	and	confinement.	In	appraising	the	archaeological	literature,	I	examine	existing	archaeologies	of	quarantine,	and	of	institutions	more	broadly,	as	a	means	of	both	identifying	gaps	within	the	existing	scholarship,	and	exploring	what	defines	and	differentiates	quarantine	as	a	distinct	institutional	form	worthy	of	attention.	Influenced	by	relational	theories	and	in	particular	assemblage	theory,	I	outline	my	own	archaeological	approach	to	the	quarantine	institution	and	its	complex	archaeological	manifestations.	The	discussion	in	Chapter	4	shifts	to	an	examination	of	the	material	remnants	of	quarantine	as	it	was	enacted	at	North	Head.	Quarantined	Landscapes	elaborates	the	topography	of	quarantine	and	the	ways	in	which	it	was	spatially	ordered	and	divided	over	time	as	an	expression	of	particular	beliefs	about	–	and	logics	of	–	infectious	disease.	I	examine	diachronically	the	ways	in	which	the	presence	of	disease	was	managed	and	understood,	and	the	trajectories	of	disease	into,	through,	and	out	of	the	landscape.	Critically,	I	contend,	even	where	structures	have	been	demolished,	disease	–	and	human	responses	to	it	–	have	endured	and	become	embedded	within	this	heritage	site.	
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Chapter	5	(Quarantined	Collections)	examines	the	taphonomic	processes	that	brought	objects	into	and	out	of	association	with	North	Head,	both	during	and	subsequent	to	its	period	of	operation	as	a	quarantine	institution.	I	present	a	biography	of	the	Sydney	Quarantine	Station	Moveable	Heritage	Collection,	articulated	through	themes	of	mobility,	trajectory,	assemblage,	and	fragmentation.	In	the	second	half	of	the	chapter,	a	functional	analysis	of	the	collection	is	undertaken	which	further	elucidates	its	taphonomy,	highlighting	the	quarantine	processes	which	have	shaped	the	collection’s	composition.	I	demonstrate	the	polyvalent	nature	of	many	quarantine	artefacts,	and	the	extent	to	which	individual	identities	are	obscured	in	favour	of	the	institutional.	Moving	from	an	examination	of	the	collection	to	the	level	of	individual	artefacts,	chapter	6	(Quarantined	Objects)	highlights	a	selection	of	particularly	significant	or	instructive	objects.	I	argue	that	these	items	should	be	interpreted	in	relation	both	to	their	physical	presence	in	quarantine	and	their	conceptual	associations	with	disease.	The	resultant	reading	subverts	and	complicates	the	typical	functional	understandings	of	these	artefacts,	imbuing	them	with	new	meaning	and	significance.	Through	these	items,	I	identify	a	number	of	transformative	historical	relations	that	operate	between	objects	and	diseases,	and	their	archaeological	ramifications.		Chapter	7	(Quarantined	Assemblages)	reassembles	the	collection.	Drawing	on	the	assemblage	not	only	as	an	archaeological	unit	of	analysis,	but	also	a	discursive	tool	and	theoretical	framework,	I	reconsider	the	results	of	the	previous	three	chapters	through	a	collective	lens.	This	chapter	explores	the	ways	in	which	assemblage	thinking	can	help	us	to	understand	and	articulate	the	archaeology	of	quarantine,	demonstrating	that	disease	is	a	vital	and	tangible	presence	within	the	assemblage	of	North	Head	Quarantine	Station.	I	suggest	that	the	physical,	cultural	and	ontological	characteristics	of	disease	as	a	polyvalent	historical	entity	may	provide	a	model	for	wider	archaeologies	of	institutions.	Finally,	the	dissertation	closes	by	assessing	the	contributions	made	by	this	study	and	the	potential	avenues	for	further	research	that	it	opens	up,	both	for	the	study	of	quarantine	in	particular,	and	also	in	terms	of	the	broader	applicability	of	ideas	about	disease	and	relationality.	While	the	formalised	institutions	of	maritime	quarantine	represented	by	North	Head	have	closed,	the	practice	of	quarantine	has	not	ceased	but	rather	has	been	relocated	and	rearticulated,	suggesting	“a	need	to	think	about	the	provenance	of	these	connections	[and]	their	effects	in	the	past”	(Bashford	2006,	2).	The	material	manifestations	of	disease	illuminated	throughout	this	research	suggest	both	implications	for	the	archaeological	study	of	institutions,	and	ongoing	resonances	with	the	management	of	contagious	disease	and	the	maintenance	of	borders	into	the	twenty-first	century.		 	
10		
Chapter	2: Quarantine	in	Context	
2.1 Introduction	Quarantine	is	a	practice	with	a	lengthy	and	often	controversial	history.	The	objective	of	this	chapter	is	to	place	quarantine	within	a	historical	and	scholarly	context.	While	the	previous	chapter	briefly	defined	quarantine,	this	chapter	begins	by	more	deeply	interrogating	this	definition,	resulting	in	a	broader	conceptualisation	of	quarantine	as	both	practice	and	place.	This	characterisation	is	considered	in	relation	to	the	theories	of	disease	transmission	that	have	variously	been	used	to	both	underscore	and	undermine	the	use	of	quarantine	to	control	disease.	While	the	history	of	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	in	particular	was	introduced	in	the	previous	chapter,	here	it	is	placed	within	a	broader	context	which	links	changes	in	quarantine	practice	in	Sydney	to	local	and	global	political	developments	(see	Foley	1995	for	a	comprehensive	history	of	the	Station).	In	doing	so,	the	reasons	why	quarantine	took	hold	and	its	enduring	significance	within	the	Australian	context	are	considered.	Finally,	the	historical	and	geographical	literature	on	quarantine	is	appraised,	in	order	to	identify	the	key	themes	that	have	emerged	from	existing	research	and	to	highlight	the	potential	contribution	of	an	archaeological	approach.		
2.2 Defining	Quarantine	Before	proceeding,	it	is	pertinent	to	clarify	what	is	actually	meant	by	the	term	quarantine,	both	in	a	strictly	definitional	sense	but	also	to	plot	historical	changes	in	its	usage.	In	particular,	I	ask	how	quarantine	has	historically	been	differentiated	from	related	practices,	exploring	broader	implications	of	the	concept	which	will	become	significant	throughout	the	ensuing	discussion.	Gensini,	Yacoub	and	Conti	(2004,	257–258)	have	argued	that	quarantine	is	a	political	performance	“radically	embedded	in	local	and	global	health	practices	and	culture.”	However,	the	strong	emotional	responses	that	it	attracts	often	come	in	spite	of	–or	perhaps	because	of	–	a	lack	of	understanding	of	the	history,	implementation,	and	indeed	the	definition	of	quarantine.	Quarantine	has	historically	been	defined	as	“the	detention	and	forced	segregation	of	persons	suspected	to	be	carrying	a	contagious	disease”	(Barbera	et	al.	2001,	2712).	The	word	itself	reveals	both	the	Venetian	origins	and	temporal	nature	of	quarantine,	deriving	from	the	Italian	‘quaranta’,	meaning	forty	–	the	number	of	days	that	were	initially	deemed	necessary	for	the	threat	of	disease	to	pass	(Lupton	1995,	19).	The	practice	of	quarantine	emerged	out	of	a	contagionist	understanding	of	disease	as	able	to	spread	between	goods	and	bodies,	thereby	necessitating	the	separation	of	those	bodies	as	a	method	of	prevention.	Precisely	which	diseases	were	considered	to	be	contagious,	and	hence	subject	to	quarantine,	varied.	In	the	case	of	North	Head	Quarantine	Station,	the	main	quarantinable	diseases	were	smallpox,	bubonic	plague,	cholera,	yellow	fever,	typhus,	and	pneumonic	influenza,	however	there	were	also	provisions	for	people	exposed	to	myriad	other	diseases	to	be	placed	into	quarantine.	
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Some	scholars	have	argued	that	there	is	a	lack	of	clarity	around	the	definition	of	quarantine	within	a	modern	context	(Barbera	et	al.	2001,	2712).	One	way	that	quarantine	has	regularly	been	defined	is	in	opposition	to	the	concept	of	‘isolation’.		The	authoritative	US	Centers	for	Disease	Control	and	Prevention	(“Quarantine	and	Isolation”	2017)	state	that	“isolation	separates	sick	people	with	a	contagious	disease	from	people	who	are	not	sick”,	whereas	“quarantine	separates	and	restricts	the	movement	of	people	who	were	exposed	to	a	contagious	disease	to	see	if	they	become	sick”.		This	definition	allows	for	isolation	to	operate	either	as	a	discrete	practice,	or	as	a	semiotic	and	spatial	subset	of	quarantine	in	which	there	is	a	further	differentiation	between	the	actually	and	potentially	ill	within	the	quarantine	ground.	Similarly,	Gensini,	Yacoub,	and	Conti	(2004)	argue	that	the	two	practices	are	“essentially	the	same	procedures”,	except	that	isolation	applies	only	to	people	who	are	known	to	be	carrying	disease,	and	quarantine	to	people	who	are	only	suspected	of	it.	These	definitions	emphasise	the	populations	that	are	subject	to	the	respective	practices,	and	in	particular	highlight	the	apparent	health	of	the	majority	of	people	who	are	quarantined.	Barbera	et	al.	(2001,	2712)	both	echo	and	expand	on	these	characterisations.	They	define	isolation	as	“the	separation	and	confinement	of	individuals	known	or	suspected…to	be	infected	with	a	contagious	disease	to	prevent	them	from	transmitting	disease	to	others.”	By	contrast,	they	use	quarantine:	To	refer	to	compulsory	physical	separation,	including	restriction	of	movement,	of	populations	or	groups	of	healthy	people	who	have	been	potentially	exposed	to	contagious	disease,	or	to	segregate	these	persons	within	specific	geographical	areas.	This	accords	with	the	definitions	above,	but	also	underscores	the	spatial	and	geographic	elements	that	are	crucial	to	quarantine	practice.	Barnes	(2014,	79)	offers	a	somewhat	different	usage,	arguing	that	“quarantine	–	the	attempt	to	prevent	disease	from	entering	a	country	or	other	jurisdiction	from	the	outside	–	differs	from	isolation,	which	aims	to	prevent	further	spread	after	a	disease	has	already	entered	it.”	Rather	than	being	concerned	with	the	health	of	those	within	quarantine,	this	delineation	centres	around	the	presence	of	disease	in	the	broader	population,	and	conceives	of	quarantine	as	a	defensive	measure	which	acts	to	prevent	the	incursion	of	disease	across	borders.	It	should	be	noted	that	on	the	basis	of	this	definition,	the	occasional	confinement	of	Sydney	residents	at	North	Head	would	qualify	as	an	act	of	isolation	rather	than	quarantine.	These	contrasting	definitions	of	quarantine	and	isolation	highlight	the	importance	of	the	quarantine	population,	its	spatial	and	geographic	elements,	and	its	defensive	nature,	which	will	be	revisited	in	the	following	chapter	as	defining	characteristics	of	the	quarantine	institution.			If	the	word	‘quarantine’	emphasises	the	importance	of	time	in	the	act	of	quarantine,	the	definitions	of	it	call	attention	to	its	use	of	space.	Taken	together,	it	becomes	clear	that	
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time	and	space	together	are	the	fundamental	technologies	by	which	quarantine	operates.	Bashford	(2004,	131)	concurs	that	quarantine	has	“always	turned	on	questions	of	both	space	and	time”,	but	argues	that	the	balance	between	these	factors	has	shifted.	Whereas	the	naming	of	quarantine	suggests	an	original	preoccupation	with	the	length	of	segregation,	the	place	of	that	segregation	has	come	to	take	on	a	greater	importance,	based	on	“the	prominence	of	spatiality	in	problematizing	disease”	in	the	late	modern	period.	This	claim	is	supported	by	Armstrong	(1993,	395),	who	posits	that	“under	a	system	of	quarantine,	illness	somehow	resided	in	places,	as	it	was	places	that	had	to	be	kept	separate”.	Within	this	conception,	people,	or	to	be	more	precise,	bodies,	“were	seen	as	the	vectors	between	places	of	infection	and	places	of	purity”	(Lupton	1995,	19).	One	point	which	does	not	seem	to	be	fully	articulated	in	the	existing	literature	is	the	duality	of	the	meaning	of	quarantine.	Quarantine	is	both	verb	and	noun,	an	act	of	doing	and	a	state	of	being.	To	be	more	explicit,	quarantine	refers	both	to	the	practice	and	processing	of	confining	potentially	diseased	people,	and	the	place	in	which	that	confinement	is	undertaken.	We	can	differentiate	between	two	major	kinds	of	quarantine	places	–	those	that	are	situated	in	a	defined	space	(be	it	the	home	or	a	larger	area)	within	the	community,	and	those	that	were	located	at	a	geographic	distance,	often	in	an	institution	designed	for	the	purpose.	In	focusing	on	North	Head	Quarantine	Station,	the	present	research	is	primarily	concerned	with	the	latter,	but	a	range	of	‘places’	of	quarantine,	and	the	connections	between	them,	are	considered.	I	argue	that	to	fully	comprehend	quarantine,	both	these	dual	meanings	of	place	and	practice	must	be	considered,	including	the	extent	to	which	they	constitute	and	constrain	one	another.	
2.3 Theories	of	Disease	Transmission	Understanding	quarantine	in	its	historical	context	also	requires	understanding	what	quarantine	was	designed	as	a	response	to.	While	segregating	the	ill	might	appear	to	be	an	intuitive	response	to	epidemic	disease,	the	practice	implies	certain	qualities	about	how	disease	both	initially	arises	and	is	transmitted	throughout	a	population.		Three	major	concepts	can	be	identified:	the	direct	transmission	of	disease	from	person	to	person	(contagion),	the	transmission	of	disease	via	indirect	or	mediated	contact,	including	animal	or	inanimate	‘vectors’	(infection	or	‘germ’	theory),	and	succumbing	to	disease	via	noxious	environmental	factors,	particularly	the	air	(anticontagionism	or	miasma).	The	history	of	understandings	of	disease	is	not	a	straightforward	progression.	Rather,	versions	of	these	three	concepts	have	reoccurred,	overlapped,	and	been	reinterpreted	for	millennia	(see	Hannaway	1993;	Pelling	2002).	I	acknowledge	critiques	that	medical	historiography	obscures	this	complex	history	by	suggesting	clear	delineations	between	contagionist,	anticontagionist,	and	germ	theories	(Pelling	2002;	Bashford	and	Hooker	2002,	3).	Nevertheless,	my	aim	here	is	not	to	provide	a	comprehensive	account,	but	rather	to	broadly	distinguish	between	key	theories	invoked	
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to	both	justify	and	challenge	the	practice	of	quarantine,	particularly	in	the	nineteenth	and	twentieth	centuries.	The	practice	of	quarantine	can	be	largely	understood	as	a	response	to	contagionist	theories	of	disease.	While	contagion	is	often	used	in	a	much	broader	sense,	here	it	refers	specifically	to	the	idea	that	disease	was	communicated	directly	from	person	to	person	(or	object	to	object)	(Last	2007,	89).	Quarantine	was	therefore	a	means	to	“break	chains	of	transmission,	interrupting	the	circulation	of	carriers”	(Baldwin	1999,	4).	Contagion	was	predicated	on	contact	(Bashford	and	Hooker	2002,	4),	so	quarantine	was	designed	to	prevent	such	contact	between	healthy	and	potentially	diseased	people;	if	disease	was	instead	transmitted	in	some	other	way,	the	usefulness	of	quarantine	would	be	called	into	doubt.	The	medical	discourse	throughout	much	of	the	nineteenth	century,	when	quarantine	at	North	Head	was	established,	was	largely	characterised	by	debate	between	contagionist	and	anticontagionist	ideas.	One	of	the	major	concepts	animating	the	latter	schema	was	miasma,	the	theory	that	disease	was	caused	by	‘bad’	air	resulting	from	decomposing	organic	matter	(Last	2007,	286).	The	presence	of	miasma	was	commonly	revealed	by	smell,	deriving	from	such	“fetid”	sites	as	graveyards,	refuse	dumps,	and	stagnant	water	(Hannaway	1993,	306).	Anticontagionists	therefore	argued	that	disease	could	be	disseminated	from	a	distance,	or	through	a	change	in	local	climatic	conditions,	thus	calling	in	to	question	the	efficacy	of	bounded	quarantine	sites.	Avoidance	of	disease	was	instead	a	matter	of	controlling	the	personal	environment,	by	methods	such	as	“the	siting	of	housing	on	higher	ground	with	ventilation	designed	to	take	advantage	of	winds”	(Hannaway	1993,	304).	Despite	the	rhetoric	of	contagionism	versus	anticontagionism,	these	were	not	necessarily	diametrically	opposed	positions.	It	was	entirely	possible	to	hold	that	some	diseases	arose	from	contagion,	and	others	from	miasma,	or	even	that	a	singular	disease	could	arise	from	a	confluence	of	factors	or	transform	from	one	manifestation	to	another	within	an	infected	patient	(Foxhall	2011).	This	can	also	be	seen	within	quarantine	practice;	while	anticontagionism	was	frequently	framed	as	oppositional	to	quarantine,	as	will	be	seen	in	Chapter	4,	quarantine	institutions	could	promote	health	by	taking	miasma	and	other	environmental	factors	into	account	in	their	location	and	design,	whilst	simultaneously	maintaining	a	contagionist	view	of	quarantinable	diseases.	In	part,	the	nineteenth-century	insistence	on	a	healthy	locality	reinforced	the	importance	of	the	individual	patient’s	‘constitution’	in	avoiding,	manifesting,	recovering	from	or	succumbing	to	disease,	whatever	its	origin.	These	concepts	were	challenged	further	by	the	rise	of	germ	theory	as	an	alternative	explanation	for	disease	transmission.	The	theory	that	disease	could	be	spread	by	imperceptible	living	creatures	first	emerged	in	antiquity	(Last	2007,	174).	However,	it	was	not	until	the	second	half	of	the	nineteenth	century	that	the	theory	was	clarified,	solidified,	and	widely	accepted,	due	to	the	work	of	bacteriologists	such	as	Louis	Pasteur	
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and	Robert	Koch.	Germ	theory	accounted	for	the	transmission	of	disease	by	both	direct	and	indirect	physical	contact.	Bacteriology	“created	a	new	source	of	scientific	authority	for	medicine”	(Pelling	1993,	330;	see	also	Latour	1988;	Worboys	2000),	helping	to	reaffirm	both	the	use	of	quarantine,	and	the	role	of	bacteriologists	in	determining	how	quarantine	should	be	practiced	(Whooley	2013,	185).	These	concepts	–	of	contagion,	of	miasma,	and	of	germs	–	while	far	more	complex	than	can	be	fully	elucidated	here,	were	the	governing	understandings	of	disease	throughout	the	nineteenth	century	when	quarantine	facilities	were	established	in	the	Australian	colonies.	However,	in	introducing	these	theories	and	their	intersections	with	quarantine,	it	should	not	be	inferred	that	quarantine	practices	were	always	aligned	with	the	medical	knowledge	that	supposedly	underscored	them,	nor	the	practitioners	entrusted	with	supervising	and	treating	those	detained.	Rather,	as	will	be	seen	in	the	account	that	follows,	these	are	the	key	medical	concepts	that	were	used	to	justify	or	undermine	quarantine	as	a	highly	politicised	process	of	disease	control.	
2.4 The	Historical	Origins	of	Quarantine	Many	of	the	practices	that	are	now	associated	with	quarantine	have	ancient	precursors.	The	Old	Testament	describes	a	number	of	measures	recognisable	as	attempts	at	disease	control	(Sehdev	2002,	1071–1072;	Gensini,	Yacoub,	and	Conti	2004,	258;	Conti	2008,	455).	These	include	the	segregation	of	people	infected	with	disease,	and	the	burning	of	their	clothing.	People	with	leprosy	in	particular	were	required	to	live	away	from	others,	and	considered	‘unclean’	for	as	long	as	the	disease	remained.	The	use	of	time,	as	well	as	space,	to	prevent	the	transmission	of	disease	also	has	historical	antecedents.	Around	the	fifth	century	BC,	the	Hippocratic	School	used	the	duration	of	illness	as	a	way	of	describing	and	defining	a	number	of	illnesses	(Gensini,	Yacoub,	and	Conti	2004,	258).	Plagues	(referring	at	the	time	to	a	range	of	epidemics	resulting	in	high	mortality)	were	considered	to	manifest	within	40	days,	and	this	therefore	became	the	period	of	isolation	required	for	plague	to	dissipate.	The	segregation	of	sick	people,	and	the	temporal	nature	of	that	segregation,	are	therefore	longstanding	methods	of	restricting	the	spread	of	disease.	The	coalescence	of	these	ideas	into	what	is	recognised	as	the	modern	practice	of	quarantine	is	commonly	traced	to	fifteenth	century	Venice,	although	Stevens	Crawshaw	(2013,	162)	argues	that	this	is	somewhat	imprecise	given	the	relative	dearth	of	historical	attention	paid	to	the	origins	of	quarantine,	in	comparison	to	its	subsequent	manifestations.	Nevertheless,	what	is	clear	is	that	throughout	the	fourteenth	century,	Europe	was	subject	to	successive	waves	of	epidemics,	increasing	in	both	severity	and	frequency.	Plague,	or	the	‘black	death’,	was	particularly	devastating,	accounting	for	the	deaths	of	a	third	of	the	population	of	western	Europe	in	the	period	between	1348	and	1350	alone	(Slack	1989,	461).	A	range	of	measures	was	introduced	in	response,	many	centred	around	the	cleanliness	of	air,	as	well	as	the	movement	of	people	(Stevens	Crawshaw	2013,	162).	In	1377,	an	official	decree	in	Ragusa	(now	Dubrovnik,	Croatia)	
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established	the	‘trentina’,	a	period	of	isolation	lasting	30	days	for	ships	arriving	from	ports	that	were	actually,	or	suspected	to	be,	infected	(Conti	2008,	456).	If	Ragusa	codified	the	practice	of	quarantine,	it	was	Venice	that	established	its	place,	constructing	the	first	permanent	quarantine	station	or	lazaretto,	the	lazaretto	vecchio,	in	1423(Stevens	Crawshaw	2016,	262).	The	period	of	segregation	had	by	that	stage	been	extended	to	40	days,	thus	creating	the	concept	of	‘quarantine’.	In	the	ensuing	decades,	the	cities	of	Marseilles,	Pisa,	and	Genoa	would	also	adopt	similar	regulations	(Sehdev	2002,	1072).	From	its	initial	development	in	fourteenth-	and	fifteenth-century	Europe,	the	practice	of	quarantine	continued	to	spread	throughout	the	globe.	In	addition	to	its	practice	within	the	Mediterranean	(Chase-Levenson	2016),	historical	scholarship	of	quarantine	has	surveyed	sites	located	across	Britain	(Hardy	1993;	Maglen	2002;	K.	L.	S.	Newman	2012),	North	America	(Forster	1995;	Mayne	2008;	Shah	2016;	Hoskins	2016a),	the	Middle	East	(Mishra	2016),	Asia	(M.	Harrison	1992;	Kim	2013;	Peckham	2016;	Pols	2016;	Sivaramakrishnan	2016;	Burns	2016),	the	Pacific	Islands	(Maglen	2006;	Brookes	2016;	McLane	2016;	Sykes	2016),	and	Australia	(Pearn	and	Carter	1995;	Foley	1995;	Bashford	1999;	Rée	2010;	Seubert	2010;	Foxhall	2011;	Clarke,	Frederick,	and	Hobbins	2016).	This	is	not	to	suggest	that	quarantine	was	practiced	concurrently	in	all	of	these	places,	or	in	the	same	way.	In	particular,	there	was	variance	in	the	diseases	that	were	considered	to	be	‘quarantinable’,	the	setting	in	which	quarantine	occurred,	and	the	period	of	segregation.	Bashford	(2016,	1)	has	argued	that	this	“global	archipelago”	of	quarantine	sites	can	be	divided	not	only	geographically	but	also	conceptually	into	Old	and	New	World	practices	of	quarantine,	in	the	Mediterranean	and	the	Atlantic	and	Pacific	respectively.	Bashford	contends	that	one	of	the	major	differences	lies	in	an	emphasis	on	goods	and	cargo	in	the	old	world,	and	human	migration	in	the	new.	Nevertheless,	“quarantine	sites	sustained	architectures,	aspirations,	rituals	and	practices	that	remained	recognisable	over	centuries”	(Bashford	2016,	10).	Despite	the	persistence	of	the	practice	of	quarantine,	and	its	global	spread,	it	was	not	without	controversy.	Debate	over	the	suitability	of	quarantine	came	to	a	head	in	the	nineteenth	century,	when	criticisms	made	on	medical,	economic,	and	civil	liberty	grounds	converged.	A	persistent	critique	of	quarantine	from	merchants	was	that	it	detrimentally	interfered	with	trade,	by	both	delaying	the	distribution	of	imported	goods	(which	could	potentially	decay	if	perishable),	and	detaining	the	ships	that	conveyed	them	(Hays	1998,	132;	Maglen	2002,	416).	This	critique	was	coupled	with	objections	to	the	compulsory	detention	of	people	who	had	committed	no	crime,	and	which	could	result	in	the	confinement	of	healthy	people	in	close	quarters	with	people	infected	with	contagious	disease	(Maglen	2002,	415–416).	For	many,	quarantine	as	a	result	“represented	unreasonable	limitations	of	the	freedom	of	the	individual”	(Hays	1998,	137),	an	objection	that	continues	to	be	levelled	against	quarantine	practices	into	the	present	day	(Hodge	et	al.	2016).	
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These	objections	could	be	resisted	for	as	long	as	quarantine	was	seen	to	successfully	maintain	public	health.	Throughout	the	nineteenth	century,	however,	this	mitigating	factor	was	significantly	diluted	by	increasing	concerns	over	quarantine’s	efficacy,	fuelled	by	“the	apparent	inability	of	quarantine	to	prevent	the	importation	of	disease”	(Maglen	2002,	413),	and	doubts	over	the	medical	understandings	of	disease	transmission	which	underlay	it.	This	tension	is	perhaps	most	clearly	expressed	within	the	United	Kingdom,	which	also	provides	context	to	quarantine	in	New	South	Wales	as	a	British	colony.	By	the	middle	of	the	nineteenth	century,	British	proponents	of	anticontagionism	had	articulated	significant	opposition	to	quarantine’s	contagionist	conceptual	base.	This	led	to	the	introduction	in	1872	of	the	so-called	‘English	System’,	initially	concurrent	with,	and	later	replacing	quarantine.	Its	procedures	placed	fewer	restrictions	on	trade	by	disinfecting	only	ships	known	to	be	carrying	disease,	isolating	only	infected	people,	and	allowing	other	passengers	and	crew	to	disembark	(for	a	more	detailed	account	see	Maglen	2002;	Maglen	2014).	Nevertheless,	these	objections	to	contagion	were	by	no	means	universal,	as	evidenced	by	debates	that	arose	at	a	series	of	International	Sanitary	Conferences	that	took	place	between	1851	and	1938,	as	an	attempt	to	collectively	solidify	and	standardise	quarantine	procedures	(Howard-Jones	1975;	Huber	2006).	
2.5 Quarantine	in	Colonial	Australia	It	is	within	this	context	that	the	practice	of	quarantine	took	hold	in	colonial	Australia.	A	system	of	quarantine	was	first	instituted	in	New	South	Wales	in	1802	(Peter	Freeman	Pty	Ltd	2000,	51),	14	years	after	the	establishment	of	the	colony,	although	it	was	originally	somewhat	ad	hoc,	and	medical	inspections	were	not	a	matter	of	routine	(Cummins	2003,	161).	Initially,	detained	passengers	were	held	offshore,	regardless	of	whether	they	were	sick	or	healthy,	as	was	the	case	in	1804	when	all	vessels	arriving	from	New	York	State	were	quarantined	for	two	weeks	in	response	to	an	American	outbreak	of	yellow	fever	(Foley	1995,	17).	This	changed	in	1814	with	the	arrival	of	the	convict	transport	Surry	on	the	28th	of	July,	which	according	to	the	Governor	was	carrying	“a	malignant	Fever	of	a	very	infectious	Nature,	of	which	the	Master,	first	Mate,	and	forty	other	Men	have	died	during	the	Voyage”	(“Classified	Advertising”	1814).	The	fever	was	typhus,	and	all	survivors	were	immediately	placed	under	strict	quarantine	at	a	camp	in	Kirribilli	(Figure	2.1).	
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	Figure	2.1	Map	of	Kirribilli	from	the	1840s	indicating	the	“spot	where	three	of	the	Surry’s	Crew	are	interred”	(Source:	[Robert]	Campbells	Estate	[Milsons	Point	and	Kirribilli,	Sydney],	National	Library	of	Australia,	MAP	F	903).	The	first	use	of	North	Head	as	a	quarantine	ground	occurred	in	1828,	when	the	guards	and	convicts	of	the	Bussorah	Merchant	were	detained	there.	One	of	those	convicts,	William	Maybury,	described	the	ground	as	being	“on	an	Highland	called	Spring	Cove	about	8	miles	from	Sydney	Town…We	have	about	20	tents	erected	close	to	the	sea”	(quoted	in	Foxhall	2012,	189).		As	Sydney’s	population	grew	it	became	increasingly	clear	that	outbreaks	of	diseases	such	as	typhus,	smallpox	and	measles	correlated	with	the	arrival	of	ships,	leading	to	a	further	embedding	and	formalisation	of	the	quarantine	process.	The	first	Quarantine	Act	was	passed	in	1832,	and	“was	practically	a	verbatim	copy	of	the	English	Act	of	1825	suitably	modified	to	colonial	conditions”	(Cummins	2003,	161).	Nevertheless,	it	should	not	be	seen	as	a	simple	transplantation	of	British	procedures	into	colonial	New	South	Wales;	as	Foxhall	(2012,	190)	points	out,	the	colony	was	embracing	quarantine	just	as	Britain	was	beginning	to	reject	the	very	concept.	On	21	February	1833,	this	embrace	was	solidified	when	Governor	Bourke	proclaimed	North	Head	to	be	the	colony’s	first	formal	quarantine	ground.	The	inadequacies	of	early	procedures	were	highlighted	by	the	1837	quarantines	of	the	
Lady	Macnaghten	and	the	John	Barry.	Passengers	on	these	ships	were	subjected	to	overcrowded	tents	in	the	height	of	summer,	as	well	as	problems	with	the	supply	of	food	
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and	stores	(Peter	Freeman	Pty	Ltd	2000,	52–53;	McIntyre	and	Rushen	2007).		In	response,	the	quarantine	ground	was	enlarged,	and	funds	were	allocated	for	the	erection	of	the	Station’s	first	permanent	buildings,	with	work	commencing	in	October	1837	and	completed	in	early	1838	(Foley	1985,	38).	These	and	subsequent	building	works	are	discussed	in	more	detail	in	Chapter	4.		Use	of	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	was	directly	linked	to	both	the	rate	of	immigration	to	the	colony,	and	conditions	aboard	the	vessels	that	transported	said	immigrants.	In	the	period	from	the	construction	of	the	Station	until	1841,	fourteen	ships	were	subject	to	quarantine,	approximately	ten	per	cent	of	the	total	number	that	arrived	during	the	same	period	(Foxhall	2011,	625).	However,	the	rate	of	quarantine	had	already	slowed	due	to	improvements	in	health	on	the	ships,	and	the	Station	was	not	used	at	all	between	1844	and	1849	(Foley	1995,	49–50).	It	was	around	this	time	that	additional	quarantine	facilities	began	to	be	established	around	the	continent,	although	these	were	run	by	their	respective	colonies	and	thus	operated	independently.	The	first	of	these	was	built	in	Melbourne’s	Port	Phillip	in	1840.	As	immigration	levels	rose,	quarantine	stations	were	also	established	in	Nobbys	Island,	Port	Newcastle	in	1850,	Moreton	Bay,	Queensland	in	1852,	Albany,	Western	Australia	in	1874,	and	Torrens	Island,	South	Australia	in	1880	(Foley	1995,	50–51).		The	entanglement	between	quarantine	and	immigration	was	highlighted	in	1855,	when	the	Government’s	Executive	Council	stated	that	“the	Quarantine	Ground	cannot	be	considered	wholly	an	Immigration	Establishment	–	neither	is	it	exclusively	a	medical	establishment”	(quoted	in	Foley	1995,	54).	This	intersection	between	health	and	immigration	functions,	and	the	implications	arising	therefrom,	is	an	important	theme	within	quarantine	scholarship,	as	will	be	discussed	further	at	the	end	of	this	chapter.	A	substantial	diversion	from	this	entanglement,	and	a	key	moment	in	the	history	of	North	Head	Quarantine	Station,	was	the	smallpox	epidemic	of	1881–82.	This	quarantine	episode	is	significant	for	two	reasons.	Firstly,	the	quarantine	was	triggered	by	an	outbreak	of	smallpox	not	on	a	ship,	but	within	Sydney	itself,	and	as	a	result	it	was	Sydney	residents,	rather	than	immigrants,	who	were	detained	at	North	Head.	Secondly,	the	quarantine	was	subject	to	public	outcry,	leading	to	the	establishment	on	13	September	1881	of	a	Royal	Commission	into	the	management	of	the	Station	(Street	et	al.	1882).	The	report	stemming	from	this	Commission	examined	objections	to	the	removal	of	residents	to	North	Head,	the	provision	of	supplies,	and	the	behaviour	of	medical	staff.	The	detailed	insight	this	extensive	inquiry	provides	into	a	pivotal	quarantine	episode	will	be	referred	to	throughout	this	dissertation.		The	major	outcome	of	the	commission	was	the	establishment	in	1882	of	a	Board	of	Health,	which	for	the	first	time	brought	all	of	Sydney’s	public	health	services,	including	quarantine,	under	the	purview	of	a	single	administrative	body	(Cummins	2003,	65).	The	establishment	of	the	Board	heralded	a	period	of	reform	at	North	Head	(Foley	1995,	78–84),	and	also	ushered	in	an	increased	cooperation	between	Australia’s	various	colonial	
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governments.	The	first	Australasian	Sanitary	Conference	was	held	in	Sydney	in	September	1884	and	was	intended	to	“consider	and	frame	a	system	of	quarantine	conducted	upon	federal	principles”	(Foley	1995,	85).	Delegates	to	the	conference	adopted	a	definition	of	quarantine	that	highlighted	the	ongoing	tension	between	health	and	trade,	describing	it	as:	such	measures	taken	in	regard	to	vessels	coming	to	the	various	Australasian	ports	as	will	effectually	protect	the	Australasian	Colonies	from	the	invasion	of	contagious	or	infectious	disease,	consistent	with	the	least	possible	restriction	to	commerce	(Australasian	Sanitary	Conference	1884,	52).	The	conference	also	successfully	instituted	a	common	series	of	minimum	standards	for	quarantine	procedures,	however	a	proposal	to	implement	a	unified	Federal	Quarantine	Act	of	Australasia	was	not	approved.	Subsequent	quarantine	conferences	made	further	recommendations	for	uniform	quarantine	policies,	in	part	because	of	an	awareness	that	bubonic	plague	spreading	across	the	globe	was	likely	to	soon	reach	Australia.	These	attempts	were	not	sufficient,	however,	and	plague	officially	broke	out	in	Sydney	on	19	January	1900	(Foley	1995,	88).	North	Head	was	once	again	used	to	quarantine	Sydney	residents,	this	time	against	the	advice	of	the	Board	of	Health.	By	9	August,	264	people	infected	with	plague	and	a	further	1832	contacts	had	been	confined	at	the	Station.	Of	these,	56	died	and	a	further	48	people	were	transferred	from	Sydney	to	be	buried	at	the	Quarantine	Station	(Foley	1995,	89).		Nevertheless,	Dr	J.H.L.	Cumpston,	who	would	become	the	first	Director-General	of	the	Commonwealth	Department	of	Health,	argued	that	the	plague	epidemic	of	1900	revolutionised	public	health	in	Australia,	bringing	with	it	the	knowledge	that	infection	could	be	spread	via	insects,	in	addition	to	direct	person-to-person	contact	(Cumpston	1978,	40–41).	
2.6 Quarantine	and	the	Making	of	a	Nation	The	first	of	January	1901	brought	the	unification	of	the	former	colonies	into	the	newly	federated	nation	of	Australia,	and	with	it,	substantial	changes	to	both	the	administration	and	political	significance	of	quarantine.	The	importance	of	quarantine	to	the	nation	is	highlighted	by	its	inclusion	within	the	Constitution	(Commonwealth	of	Australia	
Constitution	Act	1900,	s	51	(ix),	s	69);	indeed,	it	was	the	only	significant	public	health	power	granted	to	the	Commonwealth	at	the	time	of	federation.	However,	in	reality	it	would	take	a	decade	for	quarantine	to	be	fully	transferred	from	the	states	to	the	federal	government,	in	part	because	while	the	Constitution	gave	the	power	to	transfer	Departments	of	Quarantine	to	the	Commonwealth,	New	South	Wales	had	no	such	Department	(Foley	1995,	96).	Instead,	the	administration	of	quarantine	in	New	South	Wales	was	managed	by	a	range	of	interlocking	bodies	including	the	Department	of	Public	Health,	Customs,	and	the	Water	Police.	The	state	was	also	reluctant	to	lose	
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control	over	North	Head	Quarantine	Station.	This	was	not	the	last	time	that	tensions	would	arise	between	state	and	national	public	health	interests.	After	a	number	of	compromises,	the	federalisation	of	quarantine	was	finally	achieved	with	the	passing	of	the	Quarantine	Act	in	1908,	which	led	to	the	creation	of	the	Federal	Quarantine	Service	the	following	year	(Bashford	2004,	121).	North	Head,	along	with	11	other	sites,	was	formally	appointed	a	Federal	Quarantine	Station	“for	the	performance	of	quarantine	by	vessels,	persons	and	goods”	on	5	July	1909,	and	after	a	delay	as	financial	compensation	was	resolved,	the	Station	was	finally	transferred	to	the	Federal	Quarantine	Service	in	1911	(Foley	1995,	98–99).	The	transfer	triggered	a	period	of	major	building	works	to	bring	North	Head	in	line	with	modern	understandings	of	infectious	disease,	based	on	recommendations	made	by	the	new	Federal	Director	of	Quarantine,	Dr	W.	P.	Norris	(Foley	1995,	101–103),	and	included	a	provision	that	North	Head	would	revert	to	state	control	should	quarantine	functions	cease	at	the	site.	In	mid-1918	Australian	quarantine	officials	became	aware	of	an	emergent	influenza	epidemic	in	Europe,	and	began	to	take	precautions	to	prevent	the	disease	from	breaching	Australia’s	borders	(McCracken	and	Curson	2003,	110).	For	a	time,	quarantine	held	the	disease	at	bay,	but	by	early	January	1919	the	first	case	had	been	recorded	in	Melbourne,	and	New	South	Wales	was	proclaimed	a	quarantine	area	on	the	27th	of	that	month,	after	further	cases	were	discovered	in	Sydney	(Foley	1995,	110).	Australia’s	imposition	of	maritime	quarantine	may	have	helped	in	“giving	time	another	two	months	or	so	to	dull	the	edge	of	the	disease’s	virulency”	in	comparison	to	its	impact	elsewhere	around	the	world,	but	once	the	quarantine	was	breached	it	would	become	arguably	“the	greatest	health	and	social	disaster	in	Sydney’s	history”	(Crosby	2003,	234).	Throughout	1919	almost	40	per	cent	of	Sydney’s	population	would	contract	influenza,	killing	more	than	4000	people	(Curson	and	McCracken	2006,	104).	As	a	result,	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	was	far	from	sufficient,	and	a	range	of	temporary	sites,	including	the	Sydney	Cricket	Ground,	were	established	for	their	quarantine	and	care.		Despite	the	federalisation	of	quarantine,	as	influenza	spread	throughout	the	country	it	led	to	disputes	between	the	states,	and	between	states	and	the	Commonwealth	(Curson	and	McCracken	2006,	106).	Whereas	previous	quarantines	were	concerned	predominantly	with	preventing	disease	from	entering	the	country,	the	influenza	pandemic	created	a	concern	not	with	the	national	border,	but	with	the	policing	of	the	internal	borders	that	delineated	the	states	(Figure	2.2).	What	was	intended	to	be	a	coordinated	effort	between	state	and	Commonwealth	governments	ultimately	broke	down,	each	state	instead	establishing	its	own	policies	and	procedures	(Figure	2.3).	The	official	national	death	toll	for	the	1919	pandemic	was	just	under	12	000,	however	Curson	and	McCracken	(2006,	104)	put	the	actual	number	at	least	3000	or	4000	higher.	
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	Figure	2.2	Railway	passengers	stranded	at	the	border	between	South	Australia	and	New	South	Wales	as	a	result	of	quarantine	restrictions	during	the	1919	influenza	pandemic	(Source:	“In	Quarantine	on	the	Border”	1919).	
	Figure	2.3	Cartoon	satirising	the	tension	between	State	and	Federal	quarantine	regulations	and	interests	during	the	1918-1919	influenza	pandemic	(Source:	“The	Quarantine	Quarrel”	1919).	
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The	year	1919	also	brought	another	event	that	would	drastically	impact	quarantine	practice	–	Ross	and	Keith	Smith’s	successful	first	flight	from	England	to	Australia	(Foley	1995,	125).	Whereas	previously	the	word	‘vessel’	in	quarantine	legislation	referred	specifically	to	ships	and	other	seagoing	craft,	their	landing	triggered	a	redefinition	within	the	Quarantine	Act	to	also	include	vessels	that	arrived	by	air.	As	immigrants	and	tourists	increasingly	arrived	by	air	rather	than	by	sea	from	the	mid-twentieth	century,	the	need	for	a	maritime	quarantine	station	decreased.	During	the	period	from	1921	until	1973,	only	55	quarantines	took	place	at	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	(Foley	1995,	123).	As	the	need	for	quarantine	declined,	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	was	utilised	as	temporary	accommodation	on	a	number	of	occasions	(Foley	1995,	128).	After	a	cyclone	devastated	Darwin	on	Christmas	Day,	1974,	evacuees	were	offered	shelter	at	Sydney’s	Quarantine	Station.	In	April	1975	North	Head	housed	children	who	had	been	airlifted	from	the	political	collapse	of	South	Vietnam,	and	it	was	used	again	in	1977	to	accommodate	Vietnamese	refugees.	The	Station	was	also	employed	from	1959–76	to	detain	at	least	2391	illegal	immigrants	prior	to	deportation	(Clarke,	Frederick,	and	Hobbins	2017).	In	1977,	a	new	approach	to	quarantine	in	Australia	was	announced,	leading	to	the	establishment	of	the	Fairfield	Infectious	Diseases	Hospital	in	Melbourne	in	1982.	This	led	to	the	progressive	closure	of	Australia’s	existing	quarantine	facilities,	with	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	the	last	to	close	in	1984.	
2.7 Legacies	of	Quarantine	After	the	closure	of	the	Quarantine	Station,	North	Head	was	returned	to	the	New	South	Wales	Government,	and	the	site,	including	its	extant	buildings	and	structures,	became	part	of	the	Sydney	Harbour	National	Park	(Foley	1995,	129).	In	2006,	the	site	was	leased	to	the	Mawland	Group,	who	now	operate	the	facility	as	‘Q	Station’,	a	conference	centre,	boutique	hotel,	and	heritage	destination	which	conveys	the	history	of	the	site	through	a	range	of	tours,	interpretive	panels,	and	a	small	museum	(Mawland	Construction	Pty	Ltd	2005;	C.	P.	Kelleher	2014,	13–16).	The	closure	of	North	Head	and	other	maritime	quarantine	stations	has	not,	however,	relegated	quarantine	entirely	to	the	realm	of	heritage.	Indeed,	quarantine	has	an	enduring	presence	within	the	Australian	psyche	(Longhurst	2016,	589)	–	so	much	so	that	in	2008	the	Royal	Australian	Mint	and	Australia	Post	respectively	issued	collectible	coins	and	stamps	to	commemorate	the	centenary	of	the	Quarantine	Act	(“Centenary	of	Australian	Quarantine”	2008;	“100	Years	of	Quarantine”	2008).	The	practice	of	quarantine	in	Australia	has	not	ceased,	but	there	has	been	a	significant	shift	in	both	its	location	and	emphasis.	Rather	than	being	conducted	on	the	coast,	quarantine	is	most	visibly	practiced	at	international	airports,	reflecting	the	shift	from	maritime	to	air	travel.	Upon	disembarking,	travellers	are	met	by	signage	that	warns	them	to	“declare	or	beware,”	asking	“what	are	you	bringing	into	Australia?”	and	declaring	that	“quarantine	matters!”	(Longhurst	2016,	589).	Under	the	Biosecurity	Act	
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2015,	which	replaced	the	Quarantine	Act	1908,	prohibited	items	such	as	fresh	fruit	must	be	disposed	of	in	designated	quarantine	bins	prior	to	reaching	customs	(Figure	2.4).	Similar	restrictions	remain	in	place	at	the	internal	borders	between	states	and	territories	that	were	the	source	of	such	tension	during	episodes	such	as	the	1919	influenza	pandemic.	Other	goods	including	plant	material,	animal	products,	and	some	foods	must	be	declared	on	an	incoming	passenger	card	and	made	available	for	inspection	(Department	of	Agriculture	and	Water	Resources	2016a).	
	Figure	2.4	Quarantine	signage	and	bin	for	depositing	prohibited	items	at	Cairns	Airport	(Source:	Loui	Seselja,	2005	
Quarantine	signs,	International	Terminal,	Cairns	Airport,	Queensland,	14	June	2005,	National	Library	of	Australia,	nla.obj-131291158).	These	more	visible	processes	are	focused	on	preventing	the	introduction	of	pests	into	Australia,	but	there	are	also	measures	which	centre	around	people	as	carriers	of	disease.	The	same	incoming	passenger	card	also	obliges	travellers	to	indicate	whether	they	have	tuberculosis,	as	required	by	the	Migration	Act	1958(House	of	Representatives	Standing	Committee	on	Health	and	Ageing	2013,	25).	The	operators	of	international	aircraft	are	also	required	to	report	any	illnesses	on	board	to	a	biosecurity	officer,	and	provisions	are	made	for	specific	diseases	as	they	occur	–	for	example	in	2015,	when	additional	measures	were	put	in	place	at	international	airports	in	response	to	the	zika	virus,	including	requiring	passengers	to	complete	an	additional	form	indicating	if	they	had	spent	time	in	any	of	a	list	of	affected	countries	(Department	of	Agriculture	and	Water	Resources	2016b).	Australia	is	not	unique	in	this	regard;	in	recent	decades,	diseases	such	as	Severe	Acute	Respiratory	Syndrome	(SARS)	and	avian	influenza	have	seen	a	return	to	quarantine	practices	around	the	world	(Gensini,	Yacoub,	and	Conti	2004,	260–261;	Conti	2008,	460–461;	Tognotti	2013,	258).	The	processes	of	human	quarantine	are	still	very	much	undertaken	within	Australia,	but	they	have	been	reformulated	in	such	a	way	that	what	was	historically	a	highly	visible	and	disruptive	mass	process	has	now	been	individualised	and	goes	largely	unnoticed	by	most	passengers.	The	lasting	effects	of	Australia’s	quarantine	stations,	and	their	intersections	with	immigration	administration,	can	arguably	also	be	discerned	in	the	country’s	contemporary	immigration	policies.	Bashford	and	Strange	(2002,	511)	have	argued	that	
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while	the	detention	centres	in	which	Australia	detains	refugees	and	asylum	seekers	resemble	prisons,	they	are	more	closely	related	to	quarantine	in	their	“detention	of	groups,	most	often	non-citizens,	who	were	incarcerated	on	grounds	other	than	having	committed	criminal	offences”.	There	are	of	course	significant	differences	between	the	institutional	forms.	Quarantine	was	a	process	of	temporary	exclusion	that	ultimately	led	to	admittance,	whereas	the	exclusion	of	asylum	seekers	is	indefinite,	the	government	claiming	at	time	of	writing	that	no	one	in	their	offshore	detention	centres	will	be	settled	in	Australia,	regardless	of	the	outcome	of	their	application	for	refugee	status	(Longhurst	2016,	599).	Nevertheless,	Bashford	and	Strange	(2002)	forcefully	demonstrate	that	this	contemporary	form	of	detention	is	part	of	a	historical	genealogy	of	internment	in	Australia	that	ties	it	to	early	colonial	practices	of	quarantine.	
2.8 Interpreting	Quarantine:	People,	Procedures,	and	Politics	The	definitions	and	historical	account	of	quarantine	presented	above	are	relatively	straightforward,	and	position	quarantine	primarily	as	a	public	health	response.	However,	they	also	allude	to	the	multiplicity	of	impetuses	and	consequences	that	make	quarantine	a	complex	and	multifaceted	practice.	Markel	(1997,	2)	has	identified	four	impulses	that	have	shaped	how	and	why	quarantine	is	implemented:	(1)	the	social	response	of	avoiding	the	ill,	or	those	perceived	to	be,	particularly	if	the	disease	is	thought	to	be	easily	transmitted	from	person	to	person	(i.e.,	contagious);	(2)	negotiations	over	how	the	epidemic	disease	in	question	is	understood	by	both	experts	and	the	community	at	large,	especially	in	terms	of	cause,	prevention,	and	amelioration;	(3)	the	complex	political,	economic,	and	social	battles	that	guide	or	obstruct	a	community’s	quarantine	efforts;	and	(4)	the	extent	to	which	ethnicity	and	perceptions	about	a	social	group	associated	with	a	contagious	disease	frame	the	social	responses	of	quarantine.	These	impulses	are	seen	throughout	much	of	the	existing	scholarship	on	quarantine,	central	to	which	are	interlocking	questions	about	the	rationales	for	implementing	quarantine,	the	ways	in	which	it	both	emerges	from	and	perpetuates	forms	of	social	inequality,	and	the	ways	in	which	it	intercedes	in	the	relationships	between	independent	countries,	between	colonies	and	imperial	powers,	and	between	states	and	citizens.	The	promotion	and	maintenance	of	the	health	of	the	public	is	the	most	obvious	rationale	for	the	practice	of	quarantine,	and	it	could	reasonably	be	expected	that	the	adoption,	alteration,	or	abandonment	of	quarantine	procedures	would	be	directly	linked	to	changing	understandings	of	the	transmission	of	disease.	However,	as	indicated	by	the	nineteenth-century	move	in	Britain	from	quarantine	to	the	‘English	system’,	the	correlation	between	medical	knowledge	of	disease	and	responses	to	it	is	not	necessarily	direct.	Rather,	historical	accounts	of	quarantine	have	demonstrated	that	medical	
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knowledge	is	just	one	of	a	suite	of	factors	that	have	been	weighed	against	each	other	to	determine	the	public	response	to	epidemics.		For	example,	in	a	didactic	account	of	quarantine,	Conti	(2008)	demonstrates	that	quarantine	policies	have	historically	been	driven	not	only	by	health	concerns	but	also	by	economic	factors,	and	that	quarantine	procedures	have	lacked	homogeneity	both	within	and	between	nations	as	a	result.	The	initial	establishment	of	quarantine	in	the	fourteenth	century	was	intended	to	protect	trade,	but	it	later	became	seen	as	an	imposition	upon	it.	Foxhall	(2011)	has	demonstrated	how,	in	the	early	years	of	North	Head	Quarantine	Station,	surgeons	constructed	disease	aetiologies	in	a	number	of	ways,	allowing	them	to	allocate	blame	and	to	variously	support	or	criticise	quarantine,	based	on	both	personal	belief	and	political	expediency.	This	is	indicative	of	a	complex	and	multifaceted	understanding	of	disease	causation	and	development	which	was	not	necessarily	directly	translated	to	quarantine	procedures.	Bashford	(2016,	9)	has	argued	that	“it	was	only	where	and	when	quarantine	became	an	instrument	of	some	other	perceived	public	good	…	that	the	commercial	effects	were	trumped,	and	quarantine,	on	the	whole,	was	embraced”.	Health	and	medical	knowledge	were	used	to	either	justify	or	undermine	quarantine,	but	they	were	not	necessarily	the	deciding	factor	in	its	implementation.	Justifications	of	quarantine	on	the	basis	of	public	health	also	obscure	other	possible	objections.	By	tracing	the	practice	of	quarantine	through	epidemics	of	plague,	cholera,	and	influenza,	Tognotti	(2013)	has	argued	that	the	continuous	thread	that	links	these	practices	is	the	violation	of	personal	liberty	for	the	sake	of	public	health.	Although	in	theory	quarantine	applies	to	anyone	exposed	to	disease,	in	practice	it	has	had	a	disproportionate	impact	on	people	from	low	socioeconomic	backgrounds	and	resulted	in	stigmatisation	of	and	discrimination	against	ethnic	minorities	and	other	marginalised	groups	(Tognotti	2013,	258).	In	a	study	of	quarantine	in	seventeenth	century	England,	Newman	(2012)	has	similarly	identified	a	gap	between	government	assertions	of	quarantine	as	an	egalitarian	public	health	measure,	and	popular	rhetoric	of	quarantine	as	personal	punishment.		In	interpreting	quarantine	it	is	imperative	to	recognise	that	it	was	not	the	only	possible	response	to	epidemic	disease,	and	that	the	prioritisation	of	public	health	over	individual	health	and	liberty	was	not	a	morally	neutral	decision,	but	rather	one	that	was	heavily	value-laden.	We	might	thus	question	which	‘public’	the	act	of	quarantine	values	over	which	‘individuals’.	Although	quarantine	can	also	exist	within	a	state,	it	is	primarily	situated	at	the	border	of	nations	and	regulates	the	movement	of	people	and	disease	across	that	divide.	If	public	health	prioritises	the	health	of	the	citizenry,	then	quarantine	provides	a	way	to	understand	how	citizenship	–	and	the	nation	itself	–	was	defined.	In	the	case	of	Sydney,	the	formal	station	at	North	Head	was	established	during	a	period	in	the	colony	when	social	and	political	ideas	of	morality,	status	and	class	relations	–	including	their	
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associations	with	illness	–	were	being	debated.	Foxhall	(2012,	194)	argues	that	“by	explicitly	identifying	certain	groups	of	people	with	particular	kinds	of	medical	and	moral	failings,	quarantine	slowed	down	the	emigrants’	transition	to	immigrants,	and	made	it	highly	visible”.	Typhus,	for	example,	was	framed	by	existing	colonists	as	a	marker	of	migrants’	poverty,	and	hence	their	ineligibility	as	members	of	the	colony	(Foxhall	2011).	Similarly,	the	smallpox	epidemic	of	1881	was	blamed	first	on	Chinese	immigrants,	and	then	on	poor	residents	of	the	city	(Lupton	1995,	30).	As	Lupton	(1995,	19)	has	contended,	“the	contagionist	model	relied	upon	the	identification	of	stigmatised	groups	as	the	dangerous	Other,	the	site	of	contagion.”	In	this	way,	quarantine	practice	both	derived	from	and	perpetuated	an	intertwining	of	the	concepts	of	health,	citizenship,	race,	class,	and	morality.	Similar	patterns	have	been	observed	in	the	United	States,	where	disease	was	used	as	a	justification	for	both	temporary	and	permanent	exclusion.	Markel’s	(1997)	study	of	Jewish	immigration	to	New	York	in	1892	found	that	quarantine	has	been	used	as	a	method	of	medically	rationalising	the	exclusion	and	stigmatisation	of	classes	and	ethnic	groups.	By	associating	these	social	groups	with	disease,	immigrants	were	framed	as	a	danger	to	the	existing	citizenry,	thereby	justifying	their	exclusion.	Kraut	(1994)	argues	that	during	the	nineteenth	century,	Americans	sought	to	manage	and	control	the	biological	‘quality’	of	immigrants.	The	outcomes	of	this	could	vary,	however.	Whereas	exclusion	was	a	driving	force	in	the	examination	of	the	primarily	Asian	immigrants	at	Angel	Island	in	San	Francisco	Harbour,	Fairchild	(2003)	contends	that	the	medical	inspection	of	predominantly	European	immigrants	at	New	York’s	Ellis	Island	was	largely	the	converse,	an	act	of	inclusion.	Fairchild	argues	that	medical	examinations	acted	as	a	technology	of	industrialisation,	classifying	and	assessing	immigrants	as	working	bodies	capable	of	undertaking	labour.	By	exploring	the	link	between	quarantine	and	concepts	of	nationhood	and	citizenship,	these	studies	complicate	the	relationship	between	public	health	measures	and	medical	understandings	of	disease.	They	provide	alternative	rationales	of	quarantine	whereby	the	exclusion	of	immigrants	according	to	their	class	and	ethnicity	could	be	medically	justified,	and	indeed	necessitated,	for	the	health	of	the	citizenry.	Bashford	(2016,	9)	posits	that	this	conflation	of	quarantine	and	immigration	regulation	is	particularly	a	feature	of	the	New	World,	where	“quarantine	was	a	key	mechanism	through	which	the	authority	and	territoriality	of	modern	nation-states	was	asserted	and	became	meaningful”.	Although,	as	I	will	argue	in	the	next	chapter,	an	important	characteristic	of	quarantine	is	that	anyone	could	be	subject	to	it,	it	is	equally	true	that	there	has	been	a	large	amount	of	social	inequity	in	the	actual	experience	of	quarantine.	These	studies	demonstrate	the	need	to	consider	the	experiences	and	perspectives	not	only	of	those	protected	by	quarantine,	but	also	those	excluded	by	it.	If	quarantine	was	a	way	of	shaping	the	relationship	between	citizens	and	states,	it	also	serves	as	a	mechanism	through	which	to	explicate	the	relationship	between	autonomous	nations,	and	between	colony	and	empire.	While	the	Australian	colonies	
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initially	derived	their	quarantine	procedures	from	British	law,	over	the	nineteenth	century	they	diverged	significantly,	with	Australia	expanding	its	quarantine	practice	at	the	same	time	as	Britain	was	abandoning	it	in	favour	of	the	‘English	System’	(Hobbins	2017).	These	inconsistencies	between	colonial	and	imperial	quarantine	practices	are	not	unique	to	Australia.	With	a	particular	focus	on	the	Indian	context,	Harrison	(1992)	has	interrogated	the	idea	that	colonial	medical	policy	can	be	understood	as	a	manifestation	of	the	priorities	of	the	colonisers	–	in	this	case,	the	British	Empire.	Harrison	argues	for	a	more	nuanced	understanding	of	this	relationship,	demonstrating	that	the	political	agenda	of	India,	as	seen	through	its	quarantine	practice,	was	often	divergent	from,	and	antagonistic	to,	that	of	the	British	government.	Considering	quarantine	in	colonial	regimes	more	broadly,	Harrison	contends	that,	whereas	the	newer	tropical	colonies	of	British	West	Africa	were	closely	aligned	with	Britain,	older	settler	colonies	such	as	India	and	the	Australian	colonies	exhibited	significant	divergences	between	colonial	and	imperial	interests.	There	were	also	significant	points	of	difference	between	these	older	colonies;	whereas	the	restriction	of	trade	and	disruption	of	pilgrimages	made	quarantine	undesirable	in	India,	for	white	settler	colonies	such	as	New	South	Wales	and	elsewhere	in	Australia,	quarantine	provided	a	means	of	regulating	non-white	immigration.	A	study	of	Japanese-imposed	maritime	quarantine	in	the	Korean	city	of	Busan	(Kim	2013)	similarly	considers	competing	colonial	and	imperial	interests.	Japan	implemented	maritime	quarantine	in	Busan	from	the	1870s,	even	as	the	country	was	prevented	from	performing	quarantine	in	its	own	ports	as	a	result	of	objections	from	Britain	and	other	Western	nations.	Kim	argues	that	the	practice	of	quarantine	in	Busan,	and	later	in	other	Japanese	ports,	was	aimed	not	only	at	the	preventing	the	spread	of	disease,	but	also	at	furthering	Japan’s	quest	for	modernisation.	Through	an	analysis	of	revisions	to	maritime	quarantine	practice,	Kim	demonstrates	that	public	health	measures	were	a	crucial	component	of	the	development	of	the	Japanese	empire.	The	spread	of	Japanese	sanitary	measures	throughout	their	Asian	territories	was	therefore	also	a	strengthening	of	the	borders	of	the	Japanese	empire.	This	imperial	function	of	quarantine	is	cited	as	an	explanation	for	Japan’s	commitment	to	quarantine	into	the	twentieth	century,	much	like	in	Australia,	at	the	same	time	as	other	countries	were	moving	towards	more	liberal	sanitary	measures.	As	Kim	(2013:248)	states,	the	agents	that	quarantine	protected	Japan	from	were	both	“pathological	and	political”.	Quarantine	also	provides	the	means	to	explicate	the	relationship	between	independent	states.	Through	a	social	and	historical	analysis	of	quarantine	regulations	in	Darwin	and	San	Francisco,	Mayne	(2008)	has	argued	that	both	ports	had	an	ambivalent	relationship	with	Asia.	The	prosperity	of	both	settlements	was	dependant	on	the	free	movement	of	both	goods	and	people	through	their	ports,	but	this	movement	also	gave	rise	to	racial	tensions.	Mayne	(2008,	257)	frames	the	port	cities	as	“both	gateways	and	sentinels”,	simultaneously	expected	to	facilitate	trade	with	Asia	while	also	protecting	the	cities’	
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inhabitants	from	the	perceived	threat	of	Asian	immigration,	as	expressed	through	the	threat	of	contagious	disease.	Collectively,	these	studies	have	shown	that	quarantine,	while	rooted	in	and	rationalised	by	concepts	of	public	health,	has	historically	been	a	highly	politicised	act	that	is	bound	up	with	notions	of	citizenship,	immigration,	and	international	relations.	As	Newman	(2012,	810)	has	asserted,	“quarantine	and	its	effects	were	not	classless,	and	its	implementation	was	not	always	strictly	in	the	name	of	public	health.”	
2.9 Interpreting	Quarantine:	Place	and	Geography	In	addition	to	studies	of	the	social	reasons	for,	and	consequences	of,	quarantine,	there	is	also	a	subset	of	scholarship	that	is	concerned	not	only	with	the	practice	of	quarantine,	but	also	its	place.	A	small	number	of	architectural	studies	examine	the	morphology	of	quarantine	buildings	throughout	Europe	(Bonastra	2008;	Bonastra	2010),	and	in	particular,	the	quarantine	hospital	located	on	Ratonneau	Island,	off	the	coast	of	Marseilles	(Bergdoll	1987).	The	latter	is	described	as	a	building	where	“each	stage	of	the	disease	[is]	carefully	observed	and	isolated,	the	entire	complex	sealed	from	the	outside,	uninfected,	world,	yet	permeable	to	the	curative	forces	of	wind,	sun	and	sea	water”	(Bergdoll	1987,	5).	Construction	of	this	French	institution	was	completed	in	1828,	the	same	year	that	quarantine	was	first	enacted	at	North	Head	in	Sydney.	What	is	perhaps	most	striking	in	comparison	is	how	differently	the	twin	institutions	are	materialised,	despite	their	corresponding	aims,	the	hospital	on	Ratonneau	a	highly	compacted	and	regulated	expression	of	quarantine	in	contrast	with	the	structured	but	sprawling	Australian	institution.	Public	health	and	quarantine	can	be	seen	as	an	inherently	spatial	form	of	governance,	which	Bashford	(2004:2)	argues	aimed	to	control	the	movement	of	both	people	and	disease	as	a	direct	result	of	their	prior	movement,	and	the	unknown	people	and	places	it	may	have	brought	them	into	contact	with.	Brown	and	Moon	(2012)	have	argued	that	the	intersection	of	historic	ideas	about	quarantine	and	disease	containment	and	the	geographical	mapping	of	the	spread	of	disease	has	led	to	the	emergence	of	a	new	interest	in	the	juncture	between	health,	globalisation	and	security	within	the	discipline	of	geography.	These	geographical	approaches	take	an	expansive	view	of	space,	encompassing	the	global	network	of	quarantine	and	disease	transmission,	rather	than	the	spatial	layout	of	individual	quarantine	sites.	Galbraith’s	(2000)	historical	overview	of	the	development	of	quarantine	practice	at	ports	within	the	United	Kingdom	demonstrates	the	way	in	which	the	history	of	quarantine	is	interwoven	with	the	history	of	transport	and	global	movement.	Galbraith	links	the	move	from	quarantine	to	the	‘English	System’	to	the	increasing	efficiency	of	shipping	and	rail	transport.	As	delays	became	increasingly	less	tolerable,	a	system	was	developed	that	involved	only	limited	detention	of	ships,	passengers	and	cargo,	instead	relying	on	more	localised	sanitary	measures.	Similarly,	Galbraith	links	the	introduction	of	epidemiological	surveillance	in	the	1960s	and	1970s	to	the	increase	in	air	travel	
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following	the	Second	World	War,	as	well	as	the	breach	of	Britain’s	natural	defences	by	the	construction	of	the	Channel	Tunnel.	Quarantine	is	intrinsically	linked	with	the	global	movement	of	goods,	people	and	objects.	By	connecting	the	histories	of	quarantine	and	transportation	in	this	way,	Galbraith	highlights	the	importance	of	considering	how	this	movement	was	undertaken.	Bashford	(1998)	has	considered	the	ways	in	which	the	practice	of	quarantine	enabled	the	imagining	of	Australia	as	an	integrated	nation	during	the	twentieth	century,	a	crucial	stage	of	determining	the	Australian	citizenry.		Bashford	argues	that	quarantine	explicitly	positioned	Australia’s	spatial	and	temporal	location	in	relation	to	other	nations,	such	that	the	national	maritime	quarantine	line	acted	as,	and	symbolised,	the	border	of	the	nation	itself.	Quarantine	denoted	spaces,	and	by	extension	people,	as	‘clean’	or	‘dirty’.	Furthermore,	quarantine	represented	the	place	at	which	public	health	and	immigration	regulation	intersected,	such	that	concepts	of	‘clean’,	‘dirty’,	‘purity’	and	‘hygiene’	were	inherently	racialised	as	a	result.	Bashford	(1998:388)	argues	that	“quarantine	enabled	a	particular	geographic	imagining	of	Australia”	in	which	the	‘whiteness’	of	its	citizenry	was	directly	linked	to	public	health.	In	her	study	of	the	relationship	between	Australian	and	British	approaches	to	quarantine,	Maglen	(2005)	argues	that	their	different	stances	on	the	issue	can	be	seen	not	only	in	their	policies	but	in	their	geographies.	Australia’s	divergence	from	British	quarantine	policy	during	the	nineteenth	century	is	attributed	to	the	remoteness	of	its	colonies,	which	lent	them	a	natural	prophylaxis.	Rather	than	removing	the	need	for	a	more	systematic	quarantine	process,	this	isolation	actually	strengthened	it,	as	breaches	of	Australia’s	defences	by	disease	were	rendered	all	the	more	dangerous.	Maglen’s	study	is	a	response	to	Baldwin’s	(1999)	assertion	that	the	primary	determinant	of	a	state’s	stance	on	quarantine	was	not	medical	theory	or	ideology	but	rather	geography.	Drawing	on	Baldwin’s	geographical	analysis	of	port	prophylaxis	across	Europe,	Maglen	shows	that	geography	and	distance	played	a	dual	role	in	Australian	quarantine	practice	–	simultaneously	placing	Australia	largely	out	of	reach	of	contagion	while	also	providing	it	with	the	ideal	circumstances	for	enacting	quarantine.	In	doing	so,	Maglen	demonstrates	the	significance	of	topography	and	geographical	location	in	determining	a	state’s	management	of	the	importation	of	disease.	Through	a	cultural	geographical	approach	to	the	1892	cholera	epidemic	and	the	Toronto	landscape,	Jackson	(2012)	demonstrates	the	impact	that	can	be	created	by	the	mere	threat	of	disease.	Although	the	epidemic	never	reached	Canada,	Jackson	(2012:43)	argues	that	“the	geography	of	an	epidemic	is	not	limited	to	the	presence	of	disease”.	As	people	and	goods	entering	the	city	came	to	be	conceived	of	as	potentially	deadly,	the	imagined	future	epidemic	was	brought	into	the	present,	shaping	the	policies	and	practices	of	Toronto	in	the	process.	In	this	sense,	the	spectre	of	disease	can	shape	places	and	landscapes	just	as	the	actual	presence	of	contagion	can.	
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As	Bergdoll	(1987,	4)	has	argued,	“plague	and	epidemic	have	since	the	Middle	Ages	been	spurs	to	radical	spatial	reordering.”	The	practice	of	quarantine	is	defined	by	the	regulation	of	space,	and	the	movement	of	people	and	disease	throughout	it.	
2.10 Conclusion	This	chapter	has	positioned	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	within	a	historical	and	global	context,	showing	how	it	was	not	an	institution	that	operated	in	isolation	but	rather	a	node	in	a	politicised	worldwide	network	of	quarantine	sites	that	were	connected	by	the	flow	of	disease,	as	represented	by	the	vectors	of	people,	ships,	and	cargo.	In	doing	so,	quarantine	is	revealed	to	be	defined	by	a	series	of	dualities,	dichotomies,	and	tensions.	The	concept	has	a	dual	meaning	as	both	practice	and	place,	and	relies	on	the	collective	regulation	of	time	and	space.	As	a	public	health	measure,	it	also	represents	a	dichotomy	between	the	health,	rights	and	liberty	of	the	individual	versus	the	collective.	The	history	of	quarantine	is	a	history	not	just	of	disease	and	medical	knowledge,	but	rather	of	the	tensions	between	health,	trade,	and	immigration,	and	which	is	afforded	precedence	in	any	given	historical	and	geographical	setting.	The	following	chapter	builds	on	this	understanding	of	quarantine	by	contextualising	it	within	the	broader	practice	of	institutionalisation,	and	outlining	an	archaeological	approach	to	the	place	and	practice	of	quarantine.			 	
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Chapter	3: Approaching	an	Archaeology	of	Quarantine	
3.1 Introduction	In	addition	to	placing	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	within	the	context	of	public	health,	medicine,	and	the	history	of	quarantine	and	isolation,	the	Station	can	also	be	understood	as	linked	to	broader	processes	of	institutionalisation	and	confinement.	Foucault	(1965)	has	claimed	that	the	seventeenth	century	saw	the	separation	and	incarceration	of	people	deemed	by	society	to	be	problematic;	the	mad,	beggars,	criminals,	prostitutes,	the	sick,	and	the	elderly.	This	was	followed	in	the	nineteenth	century	by	a	proliferation	and	specialisation	of	institutional	forms	(Foucault	1979;	Markus	1993;	De	Cunzo	2006,	176).	Although,	as	discussed	in	the	previous	chapter,	the	practice	of	quarantine	predates	what	Foucault	(1965)	terms	the	“great	confinement”,	it	should	nevertheless	be	understood	as	part	of	a	spectrum	of	practices	of	incarceration	and	institutionalisation.	This	is	particularly	pertinent	for	North	Head	in	light	of	the	carceral	heritage	which	dominates	and	links	post-colonisation	sites	within	the	Australian	context	(Casella	and	Fredericksen	2001;	Casella	and	Fredericksen	2004).	As	Nelsen	has	put	it,	“confinement…is	part	of	Australia’s	traditional	psyche”	(1999,	3).	This	national	and	international	network	of	institutions	of	confinement,	and	scholarly	accounts	of	the	same,	both	forms	part	of	the	historical	context	for	North	Head	Quarantine	Station,	and	informs	the	perspectives	and	analysis	adopted	in	the	present	research.	The	purpose	of	this	chapter	is	to	concurrently	position	quarantine	within	this	broader	act	of	institutionalisation	while	differentiating	it	from	other	institutional	forms,	and	to	draw	on	this	discussion	as	a	way	of	articulating	the	approach	to	the	archaeology	of	the	quarantine	institution	adopted	in	this	thesis.	The	chapter	begins	by	reviewing	the	existing	literature	on	the	archaeology	of	institutions,	including	its	historical	development,	major	themes,	and	theoretical	and	methodological	perspectives.	The	focus	then	narrows	to	appraise	previous	archaeological	studies	of	quarantine	sites,	and	to	consider	the	extent	to	which	they	fit	within	this	framework	of	institutional	archaeology.	Drawing	on	this	assessment	of	the	literature,	as	well	as	discussions	of	quarantine	practice	in	the	previous	chapter,	a	number	of	characteristics	are	identified	which	I	argue	are	fundamental	to	the	quarantine	institution,	at	least	as	it	was	realised	in	Australia.	These	characteristics	are	shown	to	both	draw	comparisons	with	other	types	of	institutions,	and	differentiate	and	delineate	the	practice	of	quarantine.		Taken	separately,	these	characteristics	are	not	necessarily	unique	to	quarantine.	I	argue,	however,	that	collectively	they	establish	quarantine	as	a	complex	and	distinct	institutional	type,	with	discernible	material	manifestations.	The	quarantine	station	is	shown	to	be	equally	a	part	of	broader	processes	of	confinement	and	incarceration,	and	a	discrete	form	with	its	own	theoretical	and	methodological	requirements.	The	chapter	concludes	by	outlining	an	approach	to	the	
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archaeology	of	the	quarantine	institution	that	is	informed	by	the	existing	literature	and	by	the	characterisations	of	quarantine	in	both	this	and	the	previous	chapter,	and	which	draws	on	a	number	of	theoretical	frameworks	concerned	with	the	relations	between	people,	places,	and	things.	This	multiscalar	approach	places	disease	at	the	centre	of	its	analysis,	in	order	to	elucidate	the	ways	in	which	disease,	the	fear	of	it,	and	social	attempts	to	manage	and	control	it,	have	been	made	tangible	and	material	at	quarantine	sites.		
3.2 The	Archaeology	of	Institutions	The	archaeological	investigation	of	institutions	has	its	origins	in	the	excavation	of	Spanish	missions	in	California	and	the	Southwest	of	the	United	States	in	the	early-	and	mid-twentieth	century	(Baugher	2009,	5–6;	see	Cordell	1989;	Costello	and	Hornbeck	1989;	Hester	1989).	These	early	excavations	were	primarily	concerned	with	locating	buildings	and	other	structures	and	confirming	the	historical	records	of	the	facilities,	however	they	nevertheless	had	the	effect	of	demonstrating	the	potential	of	archaeological	studies	of	institutional	sites.	Within	an	Australian	context,	the	emergence	of	historical	archaeology	in	the	1960s	has	been	attributed	in	part	to	a	concern	with	conserving	the	country’s	convict	and	colonial	past	(Murray	and	Allen	1986,	86–87;	Casella	and	Fredericksen	2001,	3–4).	Accordingly,	a	major	proportion	of	historical	archaeological	studies	in	Australia	have	focused	on	convict	institutions	(Casella	and	Fredericksen	2001;	Gojak	2001;	Gibbs	2012),	although	other	institutional	forms	such	as	missions	have	also	received	attention.	Investigations	of	North	Head	Quarantine	Station,	which	was	never	utilised	by	convicts,	contribute	to	the	latter	body	of	research.	Gibb	(2009,	2)	has	argued	that	“most	[historical]	archaeology	throughout	the	Anglophonic	world	could	be	described	as	the	archaeology	of	institutions,”	highlighting	the	importance	of	this	sub-field.	Both	the	breadth	of	research,	and	the	ways	in	which	archaeologists	have	categorised	and	understood	institutions,	are	demonstrated	through	a	number	of	key	synthetic	texts,	edited	volumes,	and	special	journal	issues	(Casella	and	Fredericksen	2001;	Spencer-Wood	and	Baugher	2001;	Spencer-Wood	2001a;	De	Cunzo	2006;	Casella	2007;	Beisaw	and	Gibb	2009;	Winter	2015;	McAtackney	and	Palmer	2016).	While	many	have	been	concerned	primarily	with	institutions	of	confinement,	including	prisons,	asylums,	and	workhouses	(Spencer-Wood	and	Baugher	2001;	Spencer-Wood	2001a;	Casella	2007),	others	differentiate	between	‘hard’	and	‘soft’	(McAtackney	and	Palmer	2016)	or	‘open’	and	‘closed’	(Winter	2015)	institutions,	and	incorporate	schools	and	even	social	institutions	such	as	the	family	into	their	analysis	(De	Cunzo	2006;	Beisaw	and	Gibb	2009).	One	concept	which	has	proved	influential	in	characterising	and	classifying	institutions	is	that	of	the	‘total’	institution,	a	designation	popularised	by	sociologist	Erving	Goffman.	A	total	institution	is	“a	place	of	residence	and	work	where	a	large	number	of	like-situated	individuals	cut	off	from	the	wider	society	for	an	appreciable	period	of	time	together	
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lead	an	enclosed	formally	administered	round	of	life”	(Goffman	1961,	11).	Goffman	(1961,	15)	divides	these	institutions	into	five	different	types:	1. “Institutions	established	to	care	for	people	felt	to	be	both	incapable	and	harmless”	2. “Places	established	to	care	for	people	felt	to	be	incapable	of	looking	after	themselves	and	a	threat	to	the	community,	albeit	an	unintended	one”	3. Institutions	“organised	to	protect	the	community	against	what	are	felt	to	be	intentional	dangers	to	it,	with	the	welfare	of	the	people	thus	sequestered	not	the	immediate	issue”	4. “Institutions	purportedly	established	to	better	pursue	some	worklike	tasks	and	justifying	themselves	only	on	those	instrumental	grounds”	5. “Establishments	designed	as	retreats	from	the	world	even	while	often	also	serving	as	training	stations	for	the	religious.”	In	some	cases,	archaeological	studies	of	institutions	have	supported	Goffman’s	framework	of	the	total	institution	(for	example	Spencer-Wood	and	Baugher	2001),	however	other	examples	challenge	the	extent	to	which	the	total	institution	actually	existed	in	practice,	for	instance	the	debate	over	Aboriginal	missions	and	reserves	in	Queensland,	Australia	(see	Sutton	2003).	Another	institutional	typology	from	Casella	and	Fredericksen	(2004,	114–115)	categorises	non-penal	post-convict	places	of	internment	in	Australia:	1. Places	for	the	isolation	of	people	with	contagious	diseases	2. Places	for	the	confinement	of	the	mentally	impaired	3. Places	for	the	protection	and	rehabilitation	of	the	economically	and	socially	deprived	4. Places	where	immigrant	people	were	confined	during	their	processing	for	admittance	to	society,	or	rejection	and	return	to	place	of	origin	5. Places	for	the	confinement	of	Aboriginal	Australians	As	will	be	explored	later	in	this	chapter,	while	not	always	able	to	fully	encapsulate	all	institutions,	these	kinds	of	typologies	are	a	useful	way	of	identifying	similarities	and	differences	between	institutional	forms,	and	elucidating	the	characteristics	which	define	a	particular	type	of	institution.	Perhaps	the	most	enduring	theme	within	archaeological	studies	of	institutions	is	power	and	its	many	manifestations.	Earlier	incarnations	tended	to	focus	on	the	imposition	of	power	and	social	control	from	the	institution	itself,	however	a	perhaps	more	balanced	perspective	comes	in	the	form	of	studies	of	domination	and	resistance	(Casella	2001;	Lydon	2009;	Griffin	2010;	A.	Myers	2013;	Mytum	and	Carr	2013;	Surface-Evans	2016),	which	acknowledge	the	agency	of	institutionalised	people	to	respond	to	and	undermine	the	impositions	of	power	and	control	upon	them.	Power	dynamics	have	also	been	explored	from	gender	and	feminist	perspectives	(Spencer-Wood	2001b;	Spencer-Wood	2009a;	Spencer-Wood	2016).	De	Cunzo	(2006,	182)	has	argued,	however,	that	while	power	is	an	unavoidable	concept	in	the	discussion	of	institutions,	it	is	not	sufficient	as	an	explanatory	device.	Increasingly,	there	has	been	a	shift	from	architectural	studies	to	a	greater	engagement	with	the	experience	of	the	confined	through	experiential	and	phenomenological	
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approaches.	For	example,	Fennelly	(2014)	has	drawn	on	examples	of	lunatic	asylums	from	England	and	Ireland	to	explore	the	creation,	and	significance,	of	a	sensory	environment.	De	Cunzo	(2006,	182–184)	argues	that	studies	of	institutions	must	begin	with	individuals	and	their	multisensory	experiences	of	the	world.	These	approaches	can	also	potentially	address	a	tendency	noted	by	McAtackney	&	Palmer	(2016,	473)	for	archaeologists	to	conflate	institutions	with	their	built	forms.	As	highlighted	in	the	previous	chapter,	quarantine	is	as	much	a	practice	or	process	as	it	is	a	place,	and	accounts	of	quarantine	must	acknowledge	and	address	this	duality.	Some	scholars	have	criticised	the	tendency	for	institutional	archaeology	to	group	diverse	types	of	institutions,	arguing	that	“homogenisation	of	institutional	buildings	is	no	longer	useful”	and	that	“generalisations	about	these	buildings…often	undermine	the	complexities	of	the	institutional	forms”	(Fennelly	and	Newman	2017,	1–2;	see	also	Crook	and	Murray	2006,	105–107).	There	is,	therefore,	a	need	to	construct	institution-specific	frameworks	and	site	formation	models	(Beisaw	2009).	To	do	so,	it	is	necessary	first	to	identify	what	characteristics	define	a	particular	institution	and	differentiate	it	from	other	forms.	The	next	section	of	this	chapter	therefore	begins	this	process	by	examining	existing	archaeological	studies	of	quarantine	sites	and	how	they	might	be	situated	within	the	archaeology	of	institutions.	
3.3 Archaeologies	of	Quarantine	The	most	significant	scholarly	contribution	to	the	archaeology	of	quarantine	comes	from	the	recently	completed	Quarantine	Project,	a	multidisciplinary	study	of	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	led	by	Anne	Clarke	and	Alison	Bashford,	as	well	as	Ursula	Frederick	and	Peter	Hobbins,	and	with	which	the	present	research	is	associated.	The	project	took	as	its	subject	of	inquiry	the	approximately	1600	inscriptions	carved	into	the	site’s	sandstone	and	other	surfaces,	expanding	on	an	earlier	inventory	and	preliminary	analysis	of	a	portion	of	the	inscriptions	undertaken	on	behalf	of	the	NSW	National	Parks	and	Wildlife	Service	in	the	1980s	(Thorpe	1983a;	Thorpe	1983b).	In	addition	to	the	inscriptions	directly	associated	with	quarantine	at	North	Head,	their	research	has	also	encompassed	ongoing	practices	of	mark-making	at	the	site	(Clarke	and	Frederick	2016),	and	drawn	comparisons	with	mark-making	practices	at	Angel	Island	in	San	Francisco	(Bashford	et	al.	2016).	Viewing	the	inscriptions	as	both	historical	document	and	archaeological	assemblage,	the	resultant	scholarship	is	a	powerful	evocation	of	the	affect	of	the	site,	and	synthesises	the	North	Head	inscriptions	into	a	broader	understanding	of	the	quarantine	landscape.	The	inscriptions	are	understood	as	objects	both	of,	and	with,	biography	(Clarke	and	Frederick	2012).	They	act	as	a	testament	to	the	ways	in	which	quarantined	people	chose	to	represent	themselves.	It	is	interesting	to	note,	then,	that	very	few	inscriptions	mention	disease.	Instead	the	inscriptions	act	as	mementos	(Clarke,	Frederick,	and	Williams	2010),	marking	presence	within	the	liminal	space	of	quarantine,	as	well	as	commemorating	those	who	did	not	survive	their	confinement.	As	even	the	survivors	of	
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quarantine	have	perished,	the	Quarantine	Station	as	a	whole	has	become	a	memorial	to	all	those	who	were	confined	there,	with	the	names	in	the	inscriptions	acting	as	“metonyms	for	the	bodies	that	passed	through	here”	(Frederick	and	Clarke	2012,	72).	The	inscriptions	are	also	understood	from	a	number	of	temporal	perspectives,	considering	their	role	not	only	in	the	‘present	of	the	past’	but	also	in	the	here	and	now.	Frederick	and	Clarke	(2012,	56)	address	not	only	the	‘being’	of	the	inscriptions,	but	also	their	‘becoming’,	that	is,	the	reasons	for	and	processes	of	their	creation.	The	“reiterative	character”	(Clarke	and	Frederick	2016,	533;	see	also	Frederick	and	Clarke	2012)	of	mark-making	is	examined,	showing	how	subsequent	inscriptions	respond	to	those	that	preceded	them,	spatially	and	iconographically	as	well	as	directly	through	their	content.	This	multiplicity	of	temporal	perspectives	is	a	component	of	Clarke	and	Frederick’s	work	which	has	been	carried	through	to	the	current	research.	The	Quarantine	Project	has	also	resulted	in	a	pair	of	student	theses	which	examine	further	aspects	of	mark-making	at	the	site.	Andrews	(2011)	has	analysed	changes	in	font	style	at	both	North	Head	and	Rookwood	Cemetery,	linking	them	to	changing	social	values,	aesthetic	tastes	and	technological	development.	Similarly,	Janson	(2015)	compared	memorialisation	and	iconography	at	the	Quarantine	Station’s	Third	Cemetery	with	the	nearby	Manly	Cemetery,	framing	these	practices	of	commemoration	around	the	liminality	of	the	quarantine	experience,	a	concept	which	is	crucial	to	understanding	quarantine	sites.	Collectively,	these	studies	of	mark-making	significantly	develop	our	understanding	of	the	ways	in	which	quarantine	was	experienced	and	memorialised.	There	is,	however,	still	scope	for	a	greater	consideration	of	the	institution	itself,	as	the	material	environment	within	which	the	inscriptions	are	situated.	Beyond	these	studies	of	mark-making,	the	majority	of	studies	of	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	come	in	the	form	of	archaeological	and	heritage	assessments,	conservation	management	plans,	and	other	forms	of	‘grey	literature’,	many	of	which	are	outlined	in	an	annotated	bibliography	produced	by	Denis	Gojak	(Peter	Freeman	Pty	Ltd	2000:	Appendix	D;	see	also	Thorpe	1984;	Hedditch,	Israel,	and	Soo	1998;	Mawland	Construction	Pty	Ltd	2005;	Thompson	Berrill	Landscape	Design	2006).	Similar	reports	have	been	identified	for	other	quarantine	stations	around	Australia,	including	Bruny	Island	(Freeman	et	al.	2000),	Lytton	(Austral	Archaeology	1994),	Point	Nepean	(Lovell	Chen	2008;	McGillivray	2011;	Parks	Victoria	2012),	Torrens	Island	(Dusting	1996;	Habitable	Places	2014),	Woodman	Point	(Nayton	2008),	and	Camp	Quaranup/Albany	Quarantine	Station	(Palassis	et	al.	1996).	While	these	reports	are	necessarily	descriptive	and,	as	is	their	nature,	largely	lacking	in	more	scholarly	analysis,	they	nevertheless	provide	an	important	source	of	historical	and	contextual	information	about	North	Head.	In	particular,	the	Detailed	Area	Conservation	Management	Plan	(Paul	Davies	Pty	Ltd	2001)	provides	a	comprehensive	documentation	of	the	physical	evolution	of	the	site,	including	both	extant	and	demolished	structures,	which	has	formed	an	important	source	of	evidence	for	the	chapter	that	follows	this	one.	Another	important	document	is	the	archaeological	management	plan	(National	Parks	and	Wildlife	Service	of	NSW	
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2000),	which	prescribes	a	group	of	overarching	research	questions	for	the	Quarantine	Station	which	the	present	project	seeks	to	address.	These	include	the	social	structure,	segregation,	and	differentiation	of	those	in	quarantine;	health	and	changing	understandings	of	how	disease	is	spread;	migration,	socialisation,	and	the	control	of	movement;	and	the	material	culture	of	people	in	quarantine	(National	Parks	and	Wildlife	Service	of	NSW	2000,	9).	The	plan	also	identifies	a	number	of	challenges	for	archaeological	investigation	at	the	site	which	have	been	taken	into	consideration	in	this	study’s	methodological	approach,	as	outlined	later	in	this	chapter.	A	comparative	study	of	Point	Nepean	and	Torrens	Island	Quarantine	Stations	by	Linda	Honey	(2006)	demonstrates	the	potential	for	utilising	these	grey	literature	reports	as	the	basis	for	analytical	research.	Honey	draws	on	existing	building	inventories	and	site	plans	to	examine	the	sites,	arguing	that	an	archaeological	approach	to	quarantine	is	valuable	because	the	stations	reflect	medical	and	social	philosophies	of	the	time	they	were	built	(Honey	2006,	93).	However,	the	study	does	not	engage	with	the	possibility	that	the	architecture	may	not	align	with	contemporaneous	ideologies	in	the	way	Honey	purports,	as	has	been	shown	to	be	the	case	at	other	institutions	(for	example	Malcolm	2009;	Longhurst	2015).	Instead,	the	dominant	theme	of	the	research	is	surveillance,	undertaking	spatial	analysis	to	examine	the	relationship	between	the	sites’	administrative	precincts	and	other	structures.	The	spatial,	rather	than	material,	components	of	quarantine	are	very	much	the	focus,	with	Honey	finding	that	administrative	buildings	were	located	to	facilitate	a	view	of	the	rest	of	the	station,	and	in	particular	the	bathing	blocks,	positioning	the	study	within	the	broader	body	of	literature	concerned	with	the	archaeological	manifestations	of	power	within	institutions.	The	former	quarantine	station	at	Peel	Island,	located	off	the	coast	of	Queensland,	Australia,	is	another	example	where	archaeological	work	undertaken	primarily	for	assessment	and	management	purposes	has	led	to	the	publication	of	more	scholarly	research	(Prangnell	1999;	Prangnell	2002;	Youngberry	and	Prangnell	2013).	Research	at	Peel	Island	has	been	concerned	predominantly	with	a	lazaret	for	sufferers	of	Hansen’s	Disease	(leprosy)	that	occupied	the	island	during	the	twentieth	century,	but	has	also	identified	evidence	which	may	relate	to	the	use	of	the	island	as	a	quarantine	station	from	1873	to	1906,	including	remnant	wooden	fence	posts,	a	small	artefact	scatter,	and	other	evidence	of	garbage	or	sanitary	disposal.	However,	Prangnell	(2002,	31)	argues	that	particularly	with	regard	to	the	artefact	scatter,	the	evidence	is	not	conclusive	and	may	also	relate	to	Aboriginal	usage	of	the	site	or	to	later	institutions	which	also	occupied	the	island,	rather	than	to	the	quarantine	period.	While	this	uncertainty	limits	the	extent	to	which	meaningful	conclusions	about	quarantine	can	be	drawn	from	the	archaeology	of	Peel	Island,	it	does	highlight	a	recurring	theme	when	looking	at	quarantine	places,	that	is,	the	overlapping	of	institutional	uses	and	forms	within	quarantine	sites	(a	phenomenon	also	seen	at	North	Head;	see	Bashford	et	al.	2016;	Clarke	and	Frederick	2016).	The	following	section	in	this	chapter	will	explore	the	
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delineations	between	institutional	forms	and	the	utility	of	considering	quarantine	as	a	distinct	type,	albeit	within	the	broader	context	of	institutionalisation.	Minimal	archaeological	work	on	quarantine	has	been	identified	from	outside	Australia.	Jordan-Greene	(2011)	considers	quarantine	as	part	of	the	archaeology	of	what	is	described	as	the	‘maritime	landscape’	of	Old	Navy	Cove	and	Deadman’s	Island,	located	near	Pensacola,	Florida.	Within	the	framework	of	the	study,	a	maritime	landscape	is	one	composed	of	both	terrestrial	and	underwater	components,	both	of	which	must	be	considered	in	order	to	understand	the	landscape’s	culture	(Jordan-Greene	2011,	147).	In	this	sense	the	quarantine	station	and	other	places	that	makeup	Old	Navy	Cove	and	Deadman’s	Island	are	not	discrete	sites	but	rather	places	connected	to	one	another	in	space,	thereby	positioning	them	within	a	relational	context.	The	archaeological	evidence	likely	associated	with	the	quarantine	station	consisted	of	human	skeletal	remains	and	up	to	six	wooden	coffin	fragments,	although	this	association	is	not	definitively	confirmed	because	of	uncertainty	about	the	station’s	precise	location	(Jordan-Greene	2011,	156).	What	is	particularly	pertinent	about	this	study	is	not	any	contribution	to	our	understanding	of	the	practice	or	experience	of	quarantine,	but	rather	that	it	prompts	us	to	consider	quarantine	sites	as	a	part	of	this	maritime	landscape,	which	need	to	be	understood	not	only	in	relation	to	the	settlement	they	have	been	established	to	protect,	but	also	in	terms	of	their	connections	across	the	seas	with	other	quarantine	stations	and	ports,	connections	created	by	the	movement	of	ships,	people,	goods,	and	indeed	disease.	The	most	substantial	archaeological	research	into	the	practice	of	quarantine	comes	from	outside	of	the	Australian	quarantine	system,	at	the	Isla	de	Cabras	in	Puerto	Rico	(Schiappacasse	2011).	The	study	is	framed	as	an	archaeology	of	isolation,	and	attempts	to	place	the	Isla	de	Cabras	within	a	global	context.	This	is	done	through	comparisons	with	Australian	and	Canadian	quarantine	stations,	and	by	considering	the	implications	of	Spanish	colonialism	in	Puerto	Rico.	Interestingly,	whereas	the	quarantine	procedures	established	in	the	Australian	colonies	represented	a	marked	divergence	from	those	in	Britain,	Schiappacasse	found	that	the	Spanish	quarantine	system	had	been	largely	transplanted	to	Puerto	Rico,	with	minor	adaptations	to	account	for	the	site’s	tropical	conditions	(Schiappacasse	2011,	340).	A	major	aim	of	Schiappacasse’s	study	was	to	establish	a	research	framework	for	understanding	quarantine	sites	archaeologically.	Schiappacasse	(2011,	361)	argued	that	this	needed	to	take	into	account	the	quarantine	system’s	historical	and	geographical	contexts,	the	types	of	activities	undertaken	and	evidence	produced	at	the	site,	and	the	known	uses	of	the	site	including	the	impact	of	subsequent	occupations	and	the	possibility	of	earlier	ones	–	the	latter	pointing	once	again	to	the	reuse	and	overlapping	of	institutions	which	appears	to	be	a	recurring	practice	at	sites	of	quarantine.	A	field	methodology	was	developed	to	encompass	these	factors,	which	combined	archaeological	excavation	with	archival,	cartographic	and	photographic	resources.	The	proposed	research	framework	is	therefore	methodological	rather	than	theoretical	or	
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interpretive,	and	only	directly	applicable	to	sites	where	excavation	will	be	undertaken.	Schiappacasse’s	framework,	while	useful,	cannot	therefore	be	wholesale	applied	to	the	largely	intact	North	Head	Quarantine	Station;	a	more	interpretive	approach	to	the	archaeology	of	quarantine	is	required.	While	a	range	of	archaeological	studies	of	quarantine	sites	has	been	undertaken,	many	are	not	focused	on	the	actual	institution	of	quarantine,	whereas	others	utilise	frameworks	that	are	not	fully	applicable	to	North	Head	Quarantine	Station.	The	following	sections	identify	a	number	of	fundamental	characteristics	of	the	quarantine	institution,	as	a	way	to	explore	how	it	is	differentiated	from	other	institutional	types,	as	well	as	to	highlight	features	which	need	to	be	accounted	for	within	an	archaeological	approach	to	quarantine.	
3.4 Public	Health	Institutions	Quarantine	stations	are,	most	obviously,	institutions	created	for	the	promotion	of	health,	making	their	most	apparent	institutional	analogue,	therefore,	the	hospital.	Archaeological	investigations	of	hospitals	have	been	undertaken	from	a	range	of	geographical,	temporal,	and	theoretical	perspectives.	Excavations	of	nineteenth	century	English	hospitals	have	contributed	to	our	knowledge	of	material	culture	(Jeffries	et	al.	2015)	and	the	practice	of	dissection	and	anatomical	study	(Morris,	Fowler,	and	Powers	2011;	Walker,	Powers,	and	Fowler	2014).	Studies	in	Europe	have	largely	focused	on	medieval	and	early	modern	sites,	often	with	a	focus	on	excavated	skeletal	remains	and	shedding	light	on	burial	practices,	disease,	diet,	and	medical	knowledge	and	training	(Lee	and	Magilton	1989;	Price	and	Barber	1998;	Atkins	and	Popescu	2010;	P.	Roberts	et	al.	2012;	Roffey	2012).	Excavations	in	North	America	have	included	hospitals	established	for	particular	populations,	including	the	military,	company	employees,	and	church	congregations	(Carley	1981;	Mann,	Owsley,	and	Schackel	1991;	Cabak,	Groover,	and	Wagers	1995;	Bush	2000;	Maniery	2002).	In	New	Zealand,	excavations	of	a	late	nineteenth	century	cottage	hospital	explore	the	co-existence	of	medical	and	domestic	functions	(Garland	2012;	I.	Smith	and	Garland	2012),	a	scenario	which	is	also	of	relevance	in	the	study	of	quarantine.	Within	an	Australian	context,	a	number	of	hospitals	have	been	excavated	as	part	of	consulting	and	mitigation	work	(for	example,	in	New	South	Wales	see	Higginbotham	1990;	Higginbotham	1997a;	Higginbotham	1997b;	Sydney	DPWS	2001;	Godden	Mackay	Logan	2002;	Godden	Mackay	Logan	2010;	Godden	Mackay	Logan	2013;	Archaeological	&	Heritage	Management	Solutions	2004;	Casey	&	Lowe	2005;	Casey	&	Lowe	2006).	More	scholarly	contributions	examine	the	convict	experience	of	medical	treatment	within	colonial	Australia	(Starr	1997;	Starr	2001;	Donlon	et	al.	2008).	These	studies	provide	a	wide-ranging	archaeological	perspective	on	hospitals,	encompassing	the	built	environment,	the	provision	of	medical	care,	the	experience	of	the	institution,	and	a	range	of	osteological	analyses.	While	these	can	provide	important	insights	for	the	study	of	quarantine,	there	are	significant	differences	between	the	
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institutional	types	which	prevent	a	wholesale	comparison.	In	particular,	while	hospitals	are	principally	concerned	with	the	health	of	those	within	them,	the	primary	objective	of	quarantine	was	to	preserve	the	health	of	the	populace	outside	of	the	institution,	and	to	prevent	the	spread	of	disease	beyond	its	boundaries.	This	is	not	to	say	that	the	health	of	people	confined	within	quarantine	was	not	a	concern,	or	that	they	were	not	provided	with	treatment.	Indeed,	North	Head	Quarantine	Station,	and	others	like	it,	provided	hospital	facilities	in	salubrious	locales.	However,	that	hospital	was	only	one	component	of	a	larger	institution.	North	Head	was	above	all	an	institution	of	public	health,	and	as	such,	it	was	the	health	of	the	wider	populace	that	was	of	paramount	concern.	Public	health	has	been	analysed	archaeologically	in	a	number	of	ways	that	transcend	the	confines	of	the	hospital.	Addyman	(1989)	has	examined	data	from	a	range	of	excavations	to	explore	standards	of	health	and	public	health	provisions	in	medieval	York.	More	recently,	Crane	(2000)	and	Stottman	(2000)	have	investigated	sanitation	practices	and	public	health	policy	through,	respectively,	excavated	yard	deposits	in	Washington	D.C.	and	privies	in	Louisville,	Kentucky.	Taking	a	somewhat	different	approach,	Mytum	(1989)	has	drawn	on	cemeteries	and	funerary	monuments	to	establish	the	extent	to	which	contemporary	perceptions	of,	and	attitudes	towards,	public	health	can	be	understood	through	an	examination	of	mortuary	practices.	While	these	studies	contribute	to	our	knowledge	of	changing	understandings	of	sanitation	and	public	health,	they	are	concerned	with	the	provision	of	amenities	for	the	general	populace,	including	their	state	of	health	and	experiences	of	these	measures.	In	this	sense,	they	provide	the	inverse	perspective	to	that	enabled	by	an	archaeological	investigation	of	the	quarantine	institution.	In	investigating	this	more	monumental	component	of	the	public	health	infrastructure,	the	quarantine	station,	we	have	the	potential	to	reveal	the	other	side	of	the	coin	–	the	experiences	of	those	individuals	who	were	excluded	and	confined	for	the	public’s	benefit,	and	whose	liberty	was	(temporarily)	sacrificed	in	service	of	what	was	determined	to	be	the	greater	good.		In	light	of	this	particular	characteristic	of	quarantine,	as	an	institution	of	public	health,	perhaps	the	most	directly	comparable	institutional	form	is	the	leprosarium	(also	referred	to	as	a	leper	colony	or	lazaret).	Within	Casella	&	Frederickson’s	(2004,	115)	typology	of	places	of	confinement,	these	institutions	are	grouped	within	the	category	of	“places	for	the	isolation	of	people	with	contagious	disease”.	Archaeological	studies	of	these	institutions	have	included	medieval	examples	from	England	(Roffey	2012),	but	also	a	range	of	sites	that	are	broadly	contemporaneous	with	North	Head	Quarantine	Station.	Indeed,	survey	and	excavations	at	Peel	Island	in	Australia	(Prangnell	1999;	Prangnell	2002;	Youngberry	and	Prangnell	2013),	Quail	Island	in	New	Zealand	(Trotter	and	McCulloch	2003),	and	Hassel	Island	in	the	Virgin	Islands	(Barton	2012),	all	provide	examples	of	sites	where	leprosaria	overlapped	with	broader	quarantine	functions.	Flexner’s	(2010;	2011a;	2011b;	2012)	study	of	the	leprosarium	on	Molokai,	Hawaii	reveals	a	site	more	reflective	of	a	Hawaiian	village	than	the	total	institution	model.	However,	this	also	highlights	a	point	of	divergence	between	leprosaria	and	quarantine	stations;	while	both	isolated	people	whose	disease	led	them	to	be	perceived	as	a	threat	
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to	wider	society,	the	former	was	a	long-term	confinement	reflective	of	the	chronic	nature	of	the	disease,	in	contrast	with	the	acute	segregation	that	typified	quarantine,	as	will	be	discussed	further	in	this	chapter.	With	these	characteristics	in	mind,	quarantine	stations	can	be	seen	to	fall	somewhere	in	between	Goffman’s	(1961,	15)	second	and	third	institutional	types,	not	fully	conforming	to	either	description.	The	threat	that	quarantined	people	posed	to	the	broader	population	was	an	unintended	one,	and	care	was	provided	to	them,	but	their	welfare	was	nevertheless	not,	as	Goffman	puts	it,	“the	immediate	issue”.	Quarantine	stations	are	institutions	designed	for	the	prevention	of	disease,	but	in	designing	a	research	methodology	for	them	it	is	important	to	recognise	that	it	was	the	health	of	the	populace,	not	the	individual,	that	was	paramount	to	their	institutional	aims.	
3.5 Defensive	Institutions	Confusion	and	conflation	between	different	institutional	forms	is	not	always	a	result	of	similar	institutional	objectives	and	populations,	but	can	also	result	from	both	the	spatial	and	diachronic	overlapping	of	institutions,	a	phenomenon	that	is	common	at	quarantine	stations	where	public	health,	military	and	immigration	functions	often	overlap	and	intertwine.	Discussions	of	quarantine	often	characterise	it	using	militarised	terminology,	as	when	J.H.L	Cumpston	(1909),	as	an	officer	in	the	newly-established	Federal	Quarantine	Service,	described	it	as	“the	protection	of	our	frontiers	from	invasion	by	disease”.	A	particularly	striking	example	comes	from	a	newspaper	article	describing	the	response	of	the	“devoted	army”	that	was	the	Department	of	Public	Health	to	vessels	arriving	in	Sydney	carrying	disease:	The	Board	of	Health	makes	prisoners	of	all	persons	in	that	vessel,	and	until	they	are	thoroughly	purged	of	their	impurities	confines	them	to	that	beautiful	spot	at	the	North	Head	known	as	the	Quarantine	Station.	Thus	simple,	but	thoroughly	effective,	is	our	defence	against	invasions	by	enemies	whose	lethal	weapons,	though	invisible,	are	more	destructive	than	the	latest	pattern	of	machine	guns.	The	enemies	within	the	State	are	numerous	and	complicated,	and	require	incessant	watchfulness	on	the	part	of	our	defenders	(“The	Department	of	Public	Health”	1900).	Such	rhetoric	connects	quarantine	with	the	public	health	objectives	identified	above,	which	positions	it	as	a	defensive	act	against	invasive	disease.	This	choice	of	language	is	not	merely	metaphor,	however,	but	also	draws	attention	to	the	archaeological	similarities	between	quarantine	stations	and	certain	forms	of	military	institution.	North	Head,	Point	Nepean,	and	Angel	Island	are	all	examples	of	sites	where	quarantine	stations	and	forts	have	coexisted	both	spatially	and	temporally	(see	Bashford	et	al.	2016	for	a	comparison	of	the	historic	and	commemorative	landscapes	of	North	Head	and	Angel	Island).	Parts	of	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	were	also	used	for	servicemen	returning	from	World	War	One,	and	the	site	acted	primarily	as	a	military	establishment	during	the	Second	World	War	(Foley	1995,	109,	124–125).	This	collision	of	institutional	
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types	is	not	accidental,	but	rather	reflects	commonalities	in	the	criteria	for	selecting	their	locations,	at	sites	where	external	threats,	be	they	people	or	disease,	can	be	intercepted	at	the	outer	boundaries	of	the	state.	In	addition	to	this	overlap	with	military	institutions,	Bashford	(1998)	has	demonstrated	that	quarantine	also	acted	as	a	point	of	convergence	between	public	health	and	immigration	regulations.	This	is	reflected	in	Casella	&	Frederickson’s	(2004,	115)	typology,	where	quarantine	stations	are	mentioned	not	only	as	institutions	for	disease,	by	also	as	“places	where	immigrant	people	were	confined	during	their	processing	for	admittance	to	society,	or	rejection	and	return	to	place	of	origin”.	Australian	quarantine	stations	such	as	North	Head	were	technically	health	institutions,	but	by	virtue	of	their	location	at	the	entry	point	to	major	settlements	also	became	de	facto	immigration	processing	stations.	North	Head	also	took	on	more	official	immigration	functions	from	1959	until	1984,	when	it	briefly	accommodated	both	Vietnamese	refugees	entering	Australia,	and	illegal	immigrants	being	deported	from	it	(Bashford	et	al.	2016,	24;	Clarke,	Frederick,	and	Hobbins	2017).	At	Angel	Island,	separate	institutions	were	constructed	for	quarantine	and	immigration,	but	there	were	still	temporal	and	spatial	overlaps	between	the	two.		If	quarantine	stations	were	often	health	institutions	with	immigration	functions,	the	inverse	can	be	seen	in	many	modern-day	airports	and	border	crossings,	where	customs	and	immigration	procedures	often	include	some	form	of	health	testing	or	reporting	as	a	component	of	the	assessment	process	for	allowing	entry.	While	the	immigrant	experience	has	been	the	subject	of	archaeological	investigation	from	a	range	of	perspectives	(for	example	Staniforth	1991;	González-Tennant	2011;	De	León	2012;	D.	A.	Kelleher	2015;	D.	Byrne	2016),	studies	of	this	part	of	the	process	are	largely	limited	to	grey	literature	reports	(Pousson	1986;	Architectural	Resources	Group	2002),	with	the	exception	of	Mungur-Medhi’s	(2016)	recent	study	of	a	nineteenth	century	immigration	depot	in	Mauritius.	With	the	overlapping	and	comingling	of	these	health,	military,	and	immigration	functions,	the	quarantine	station	site	is	revealed	as	an	important	instrument	in	the	establishment	and	protection	of	the	(colonial	and	later	national)	border	(see	Bashford	2004	for	discussion	of	the	relationship	between	quarantine,	immigration,	and	the	border).	These	institutions	collectively	provided	defence	against	a	range	of	outsiders	–	be	they	invaders,	immigrants,	or	infectious	diseases.	However,	as	Bashford	(2006,	7)	has	argued,	“policing	national	territory	was	rarely	about	complete	exclusion”	but	rather	“monitoring	entry	and	selectively	including”.	In	the	case	of	quarantine	at	North	Head,	as	will	be	discussed	in	the	next	section,	the	exclusion	of	people	was	always	temporary.	The	Quarantine	Station	was	a	defensive	institution,	but	it	provided	a	particular	kind	of	defence	of	the	border	–	it	was	disease,	rather	than	people,	that	it	was	tasked	to	reject.	
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3.6 Transitory	Institutions	This	temporary	exclusion	of	people	leads	into	the	next	characteristic	which	both	defines	and	delineates	the	quarantine	institution	–	its	inherently	transitory	nature.	Indeed,	the	impermanent	nature	of	its	confinement	is	encoded	within	the	institution’s	name,	‘quarantine’	deriving	from	the	Italian	‘quaranta’,	meaning	forty,	the	traditional	number	of	days	during	which	ships	and	their	passengers	were	detained	(Sehdev	2002).	The	exact	length	of	detention	has	not	remained	constant.	For	example,	at	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	during	the	period	1837	to	1881,	quarantines	ranged	from	just	1	day	for	the	Prince	George	in	1867,	through	to	100	days	for	the	Hero	in	1872	(Foley	1995,	155,	157).	Regardless,	what	has	not	changed	is	the	fact	that	the	form	of	confinement	offered	by	quarantine	is	neither	permanent	nor	long-term.	The	one	exception,	of	course,	being	those	people	who	succumbed	to	their	disease	and	for	whom	quarantine	became	their	permanent	resting	place	as	a	result.	As	alluded	to	previously,	this	temporary	characteristic	of	quarantine	detention	is	one	of	the	major	factors	differentiating	quarantine	from	related	public	health	institutions	such	as	leprosaria.	Leprosy	was	considered	to	be	a	chronic	disease,	and	leprosaria	were	therefore	intended	to	provide	ongoing	care	and/or	isolation.	This	is	in	stark	contrast	to	the	acute	confinement	experienced	by	those	in	quarantine,	lasting	only	as	long	as	was	required	for	a	disease,	or	its	threat,	to	pass.	Quarantine	is	by	no	means	the	only	form	of	institutional	confinement	that	was	not	permanent	–	or	at	least,	not	intended	to	be.	Institutions	for	impoverished	women	including	the	Ross	Female	Factory,	Adelaide	Destitute	Asylum,	and	the	Philadelphia	Magdalen	Asylum	sought	to	reform	their	inmates	and	prepare	them	for	employment	in	domestic	service	upon	their	discharge.	However,	“all	three	institutions	required	inmates	to	stay	at	least	6	months”	(Spencer-Wood	and	Baugher	2001,	13).	The	insane	asylums	of	the	nineteenth	century	were	intended	to	be	curative,	and	hence	temporary,	emerging	as	they	did	from	a	new	period	of	“therapeutic	optimism”	(Skultans	1975,	56).	However,	when	the	promised	cure	failed	to	eventuate,	incarceration	in	asylums	became	increasingly	lengthy,	and	institutional	overcrowding	escalated	as	a	result.	Carceral	institutions	offered	short-term	confinement,	but	as	part	of	a	spectrum	rather	than	the	sole	outcome.	Even	in	the	context	of	institutions	where	temporary	detention	was	common,	the	period	of	confinement	in	quarantine	was	remarkably	short.	In	the	decades	between	1837	and	1881,	arrivals	were	quarantined	at	North	Head	for	an	average	of	just	18.2	days	(excluding	vessels	where	the	length	of	quarantine	is	unknown;	based	on	data	from	Foley	1995,	155–158).	The	temporary	nature	of	confinement	at	quarantine	stations	may	not	be	unique,	however	I	argue	that	their	transitory	character	is	fundamental	to	them	in	a	way	that	is	not	typical	of	other	institutional	forms.	For	people	detained	in	quarantine,	there	was	no	possibility	of	relapse,	or	recidivism,	or	return	(except	in	the	event	that	they	undertook	another	voyage).	Unlike	institutions	such	as	insane	asylums,	where	the	intended	
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impermanence	of	isolation	often	extended	to	be	interminable,	a	stay	in	quarantine	was	always	short-term.	Most	were	allowed	to	leave	quarantine,	while	others	died	there,	but	for	all,	their	internment	was	short-lived.	This	ephemeral	presence	can	be	linked	to	the	liminality	with	which	both	Janson	(2015),	and	Clarke,	Frederick	and	Williams	(2010)	imbue	their	discussions	of	North	Head.	Quarantine	is	not	permanent,	but	rather	a	transitional	space,	a	“state	of	suspension”	(Clarke,	Frederick,	and	Williams	2010,	82)	or	“interruption”	(Janson	2015,	24)	in	which	journeys	to	Sydney	have	not	yet	ended,	but	merely	been	put	on	pause.	As	a	place	that	is	not	a	destination	but	rather	is	passed	through,	quarantine	is	defined	by	mobilities,	and	the	movement	of	ships,	goods,	people,	and	disease.	It	is	within	this	context	that	I	argue	that	the	transitory	nature	of	quarantine’s	confinement	is	–	putting	aside	the	obvious,	morbid	exception	–	an	inherent	and	essential	facet	of	this	institutional	form.	
3.7 Inclusive	Institutions	Finally,	I	argue	that	the	quarantine	institution	is	distinguished	by	the	population	that	it	confines,	and	in	particular	by	the	broad	and	inclusive	nature	of	that	population.	This	lies	in	contrast	to	the	majority	of	institutional	forms,	which	were	designed	to	confine	a	particular	segment	of	the	population.	In	differentiating	between	institutional	types,	one	difficulty	that	can	arise	is	an	overlap	between	the	categories	of	people	that	were	housed	in	different	institutions	(Markus	1993;	Spencer-Wood	and	Baugher	2001;	Tarlow	2007,	148).	Take,	for	example,	the	three	institutions	included	in	a	themed	issue	of	the	International	Journal	of	Historical	
Archaeology	focused	on	institutions	of	reform.	The	issue	includes	accounts	of	a	Magdalen	asylum	(De	Cunzo	2001),	a	destitute	asylum	(Piddock	2001),	and	a	convict	prison	(Casella	2001).	While	there	are	many	differences	between	these	institutions,	they	are	united	by	a	shared	motivation	rooted	in	an	ideology	of	reform,	and	flowing	from	that	ideology,	a	shared	target	population,	all	confining	poor	and	working-class	women.	Spencer-Wood	and	Baugher	(2001,	9)	have	argued	that	for	many	women,	“these	institutions	represented	possible	outcomes	of	their	limited	lifestyle	choices”.		These	are	far	from	the	only	institutions	designed	to	specifically	confine,	or	specifically	exclude,	a	particular	population.	Following	on	from	the	examples	above,	for	example,	the	sixteenth	century	onwards	saw	the	development	of	a	diverse	range	of	establishments	intended	to	support	or	confine	the	poor	(Huey	2001;	Spencer-Wood	2001a,	116).	Archaeological	studies	have	revealed	the	diverse	experiences	of	the	poor	within	these	institutions,	with	a	particular	focus	on	the	interrelated	forms	of	the	workhouse	(McCartney	1987;	G	Lucas	1999;	Spencer-Wood	2009b;	C.	Newman	2013;	C.	Newman	2014;	Fennelly	and	Newman	2017,	7–10),	where	labour	(whether	productive	or	punitive)	was	typically	required,	and	the	almshouse	(Elia	and	Wesolowsky	1991;	Baugher	and	Lenik	1993;	Spencer-Wood	2001a;	Huey	2001;	Baugher	2001;	Pena	2001;	Divers	2004;	Geber	2015),	which	were	generally	focused	on	providing	relief	rather	than	punishment.	There	was	also	a	class	element	to	hospitals	during	the	same	period	(Huey	
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2001).	These	were	not	typically	desirable	places	to	receive	care,	but	rather	a	last	resort	for	those	who	could	not	afford	to	be	treated	in	the	home;	Spencer-Wood	(Spencer-Wood	2001a,	117)	has	described	these	institutions	as	“warehouses	for	the	dying”.		Class	is	an	overarching	theme	when	examining	the	populations	of	many	of	these	institutions,	but	also	intersects	with	other	social	identities.	Whereas	the	institutions	identified	above	were	largely	defined	by	class,	others	further	specialised	and	delineated	their	populations	according	to	factors	such	as	gender.	Archaeological	analyses	of	institutions	intended	specifically	for	the	confinement	and	reform	of	women	and	girls	include	girls’	reformatories	(Kay	2013;	Kay	2015;	de	Leiuen	2015),	Magdalen	asylums	for	‘fallen	women’	(De	Cunzo	1995;	De	Cunzo	2001;	Kay	2015),	destitute	women’s	asylums	(Davies	2011;	Davies	2013;	Davies	2015),	and	female	factories,	a	form	of	prison	or	workhouse	for	female	convicts	found	in	colonial	Australia	(Casella	1997;	Casella	1999;	Casella	2001).	Other	institutions	are	defined	by	the	race	or	ethnicity	of	the	targeted	population.	These	include	internment	camps	(A.	Myers	and	Moshenska	2011;	Mytum	and	Carr	2012;	Camp	2016)	and	missions	(Sutton	2003;	Lydon	2009;	Birmingham	and	Wilson	2010;	Dalley	and	Memmott	2010;	Ireland	2010;	Griffin	2010;	Flexner	2016).	Even	institutions	for	the	maintenance	and	promotion	of	health	can	be	seen	to	cater	to	particular,	defined	populations.	Hospitals,	which	we	might	expect	to	offer	their	services	to	all,	were	instead	also	directed	primarily	at	the	lower	echelons	of	society,	or	even	more	specifically	at	the	particular	subset	of	the	poor	who	were	considered	‘deserving’	(Spencer-Wood	2001a,	117)	–	thereby	delineating	the	population	on	the	basis	of	both	class	and	morality.	But	beyond	this,	these	institutions	also	defined	their	populations	on	the	basis	of	health,	in	a	way	that	does	not	readily	extend	to	quarantine	stations.	This	is	another	factor	which	differentiates	quarantine	from	apparently	similar	institutions	such	as	leprosaria.	Within	the	terms	defined	in	the	previous	chapter,	leprosaria	can	be	understood	as	a	form	of	isolation	rather	than	quarantine.	That	is,	they	confine	people	that	have	actually	been	diagnosed	with	a	chronic,	contagious	disease	(in	this	case,	Hansen’s	Disease	or	leprosy).		The	same	can	be	said	for	institutions	of	mental	health,	which	have	also	been	studied	archaeologically	(Fennelly	2014;	Longhurst	2015;	C.	Newman	2015).	Sequestration	in	these	institutions	was	made	on	the	basis	of	individual	health,	and	disease	was	a	defining	characteristic	of	the	population.	Compare	this	with	observations	of	North	Head	published	in	1913,	which	claimed	that:	During	most	of	the	year	only	a	few,	perhaps	not	half	a	dozen,	of	those	visible	may	suffer	from	illness.	As	a	rule	they	are	merely	detained	persons,	and	are,	comparatively	speaking,	enjoying	themselves.	Smallpox	has	been	the	most	frequent	cause	for	the	quarantining	of	a	ship.	One	such	patient	may	entail	the	segregation	of	200	or	300	or	more	passengers.	(“Quarantine	Station”	1913)	
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The	apparent	health	of	many	of	those	detained	in	quarantine	is	a	significant	defining	feature	of	the	institution.	Hospitals,	leprosaria,	and	the	like	were	not	only	institutions	for	the	promotion	of	health,	but	institutions	for	the	sick,	in	a	way	that	cannot	be	extended	to	quarantine.	Many	institutional	forms	are	in	part	defined	by	the	kinds	of	social	groups	that	they	target	and	confine.	By	contrast,	the	confinement	presented	by	quarantine	was	undiscriminating.	Nominally,	it	was	not	restricted	to	any	one	sector	of	society,	and	neither	was	any	particular	social	group	exempt.	People	of	all	classes,	genders,	and	ethnicities	could	find	themselves	detained	by	quarantine.	This	is	not	to	say	that	quarantine	was	applied	to	these	groups	equally.	As	will	be	explored	in	the	following	chapters,	the	experiences	of	different	social	groups	in	quarantine	could	vary	drastically.	What	did	not	vary,	however,	was	the	fact	of	their	confinement.	For	example,	Asian	immigrants	had	particularly	difficult	and	traumatic	experiences	within	quarantine.	But	even	wealthy	British	immigrants	were	detained	if	they	had	been	exposed	to	disease	(much	to	the	chagrin	of	the	British	government).	A	person’s	class,	gender,	or	ethnicity	could	affect	how	they	were	treated,	perceived,	and	even	diagnosed	within	quarantine,	but	those	factors	did	not	determine	whether	they	were	subject	to	its	practices.	Quarantine	was	governed	first	and	foremost	by	exposure	to	disease.	
3.8 Confining	Diseases,	Not	People	These	characteristics	of	the	quarantine	institution	simultaneously	invite	comparisons	with	other,	more	thoroughly	investigated	institutional	forms,	and	highlight	the	divergences	between	them.	The	four	characteristics	outlined	above	can	perhaps	be	brought	together	around	this	central	point	–	that	quarantine	had	as	its	central	concern	not	the	confinement	of	people,	but	the	confinement	of	disease.	As	an	institution	of	public	health,	quarantine	stations	are	primarily	occupied	with	the	health	of	the	populace	beyond	their	walls,	rather	than	with	the	health	of	those	individuals	that	were	confined	within	them.	In	acting	as	a	line	of	defence	for	the	settlement	they	were	established	to	protect,	quarantine	stations	were	positioned	not	to	combat	people	but	the	diseases	they	represented.		The	transitory	nature	of	quarantine	is	particularly	notable	here,	and	it	is	important	to	recognise	that,	at	least	at	Australian	quarantine	stations,	not	only	were	people	not	confined	to	quarantine	on	a	permanent	basis,	but	quarantine	stations	were	also	not	a	place	where	people	were	excluded	or	turned	away;	after	completing	their	assigned	period	of	quarantine,	they	were	permitted	to	proceed	with	their	journey.	This	is	because	in	establishing	these	institutions	it	was	the	disease,	not	the	people,	which	the	government	sought	to	exclude.	Once	the	threat	of	disease	had	subsided,	there	was	no	need	to	prolong	their	confinement.		The	broad	and	non-discriminating	nature	of	the	quarantine	population	reinforces	this	point.	Detainees’	social	identities	–	their	class,	gender,	or	ethnicity	–	were	not	of	relevance	to	the	fact	of	their	confinement	(though	they	did	affect	their	experience,	and	
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sometimes	the	duration,	of	that	confinement),	precisely	because	what	was	of	relevance	was	their	connection	to	disease.	Moreover,	this	inclusivity	does	not	extend	only	to	people.	The	ships	that	carried	them,	and	the	luggage	and	cargo	that	accompanied	them,	was	also	subject	to	quarantine	procedures,	further	emphasising	that	exposure	to	quarantinable	disease	was	the	determining	factor.		Casella	and	Fredericksen	(2004,	108)	have	argued	that	the	institutions	that	proliferated	in	the	nineteenth	century	were	“all	designed	to	efficiently	harness	workers’	labour	and	reshape	inhabitants	into	productive	citizens”.		Bashford	(1998)	and	myself	(2016)	have	argued	that	quarantine	acted	in	part	to	shape	and	produce	citizens,	particularly	as	quarantine	and	immigration	laws	became	intertwined	in	the	new	Australian	nation	of	the	twentieth	century.	Above	this	objective,	however,	quarantine	was	concerned	with	reforming	the	(social	and	individual)	body,	moreso	than	it	was	concerned	with	labour	or	moral	reform	(while	recognising,	of	course,	that	morality	and	health	are	necessarily	entangled).	De	Cunzo	(2006,	182)	has	spoken	of	the	mission	of	institutions	“to	create	and	maintain	the	social	body	through	action	on	individual	bodies”.	For	quarantine,	what	was	of	particular	significance	was	the	disease	that	potentially	lay	within	those	individual	bodies	and	preventing	them	from	penetrating	into	the	broader	social	body.	We	might	distinguish	here	between	the	outcomes	and	intentions	of	the	institution.	The	outcome	of	quarantine	was	the	confinement	of	people,	but	the	primary	objective	was	not	to	confine	people,	but	rather	to	confine	the	diseases	for	which	they	were	a	proxy.	This	is	not	to	suggest	that	studies	of	quarantine	should	disregard	the	experiences	of	the	people	detained	there,	but	rather	to	suggest	that	disease	is	a	possible	route	to	examining	and	articulating	those	experiences.	De	Cunzo	(2006,	182)	has	argued	that,	rather	than	focus	on	the	aspect	of	social	control,	“reconnecting	institutions	with	corporeal	bodies	might	be	a	fruitful	direction”.	I	contend	that	these	outcomes,	intentions,	and	experiences	can	be	explored	and	traversed	via	an	archaeology	of	quarantine	that	centres	around	manifestations	of,	and	responses	to,	disease.		
3.9 An	Archaeology	of	the	Quarantine	Institution	The	archaeological	response	to	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	outlined	below	is	intended	to	align	with	the	research	aims	and	questions	as	stated	in	Chapter	1,	but	also	to	account	for	the	characteristics	of	quarantine	identified	above.	It	responds	to	and	builds	upon	existing	archaeological	studies	of	quarantine,	and	of	institutions	more	broadly.	Furthermore,	it	takes	into	consideration	the	types	and	accessibility	of	archaeological	resources	at	North	Head,	as	well	as	the	challenges	and	limitations	of	the	site	as	discussed	in	the	site’s	archaeological	management	plan	(National	Parks	and	Wildlife	Service	of	NSW	2000).	The	rationales,	objectives,	and	design	of	the	quarantine	institution	have	the	fear	and	control	of	disease	at	their	centre.	I	argue,	therefore,	that	disease	must	also	be	central	to	the	ways	in	which	we	analyse	and	interpret	the	institution.	In	particular,	I	propose	an	archaeological	approach	that	traces	the	presence	and	movement	of	the	pathogen	itself,	
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as	well	as	the	individual	and	institutional	responses	to	it.	This	is	not	to	discount	many	of	the	other	themes	that	have	been	central	to	archaeological	studies	of	institutions.	Class,	gender,	and	ethnicity	are	all	prominent	in	the	arrangement	and	operation	of	North	Head	Quarantine	Station,	as	well	as	the	themes	of	power,	surveillance,	domination,	and	resistance	that	arise	therefrom.	As	the	chapters	that	follow	will	demonstrate,	however,	these	all	in	some	way	emerge	from,	and	can	be	understood	through,	a	framework	of	disease.	In	constructing	a	disease-centred	archaeological	approach,	a	number	of	questions	arise.	Mobility	is	a	persistent	theme	in	this	dissertation,	and	I	question	how	disease	moves	into,	through,	and	out	of	the	quarantine	site,	and	the	ways	in	which	that	movement	has	been	facilitated	or	curtailed.	Furthermore,	I	explore	how	disease	has	been	materialised	and	made	tangible,	how	its	presence	can	be	identified	within	quarantine’s	objects,	structures,	and	landscapes,	and	the	extent	to	which	its	presence	persists	or	is	erased.	Existing	archaeological	and	palaeopathological	investigations	of	disease	have	largely	centred	around	the	identification	and	diagnosis	of	disease	within	human	remains	(for	example	L’Abbe,	Henderson,	and	Loots	2003;	Buzon	et	al.	2005;	Walker	and	Henderson	2010;	C.	A.	Roberts	and	Manchester	2013;	Becker	2013;	DeWitte	2014),or	the	examination	of	sources	such	as	privies	and	refuse	deposits	that	can	shed	light	on	more	general	health	conditions	within	a	society	(Howson	1993;	Reinhard	1994;	Crane	2000;	Maniery	2002;	Fisher	et	al.	2007).	Others	might	be	more	appropriately	deemed	archaeologies	of	healthcare.	These	include	hospital	sites	such	as	those	identified	earlier	in	this	chapter,	but	also	studies	of	medicinal	and	pharmaceutical	objects	(Bonasera	and	Raymer	2001;	Knehans	2005;	Graham	2005;	Carnevale,	McGuire,	and	Kelly	2016),	and	surgical	equipment	and	techniques	(Mann,	Owsley,	and	Schackel	1991;	Pigott	1995).		The	disease-centred	approach	proposed	here	differs	from	these	publications	in	a	number	of	ways.	Studies	of	healthcare	are	highly	relevant	to	quarantine,	however	they	emphasise	the	objects	used	to	treat	and	manage	disease,	rather	than	the	material	manifestations	of	disease	itself.	In	the	case	of	studies	of	human	remains,	they	are	often	concerned	with	applying	modern	diagnostics	to	populations	where	in	some	cases	the	diseases	discussed	would	have	had	no	cultural	currency.	This	discord	raises	an	important	point:	what	is	meant	by	‘disease’	within	the	present	context?	In	this	instance,	the	primary	concern	is	the	extent	to	which	people,	objects,	and	places	would	have	been	perceived	to	be	diseased	within	their	historical	setting,	regardless	of	modern	medical	understandings.	What	is	proposed	here,	in	a	sense,	is	archaeology	as	epidemiology.	Epidemiology	is	concerned	with	the	causes,	prevalence,	distribution,	and	effects	of	disease	within	a	population.	As	an	archaeological	approach,	this	means	tracing	the	trajectories	and	mobilities	of	disease,	demonstrating	how	disease	contributes	to	the	construction	of	places	and	landscapes,	and	shapes	and	mediates	the	relations	between	people,	objects,	
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and	spaces.	This	research	seeks	to	locate	disease	–	not	only	within	the	body,	but	throughout	the	archaeological	assemblage	of	quarantine.		This	epidemiological	approach	draws	on,	and	is	reminiscent	of,	a	suite	of	theoretical	approaches	referred	as	the	study	of	‘relationality’,	which	are	united	in	“their	focus	on	the	way	in	which	things	are	not	just	important	in	and	of	themselves;	rather,	what	matters	is	the	relations	which	things	exist	within”	(Crellin	2017,	113).	These	approaches	draw	on	a	range	of	metaphors	including	networks	(Latour	and	Woolgar	1986;	Law	1992;	Law	and	Hassard	1999;	Latour	2005),	meshworks	(Ingold	2008;	Ingold	2009;	Ingold	2011;	Ingold	2013),	entanglements	(Hodder	2011;	Hodder	2012;	Hodder	2014;	Hodder	and	Mol	2015),	and	assemblages	(DeLanda	2006;	Bennett	2010;	Deleuze	and	Guattari	2013).	While	some	scholars	have	placed	these	theories	in	opposition,	others	consider	them	to	be	broadly	compatible	or	to	work	in	tandem	(Müller	2015;	Müller	and	Schurr	2016),	each	metaphor	having	its	own	implications	and	analytical	utility	while	centring	around	the	concepts	of	relationality	and	heterogeneity.	Casella	(2016,	128)	argues	for	“the	value	of	a	relational	approach	for	understanding	the	multiscalar	flows	of	people,	resources,	knowledge,	and	commodities”	in	an	increasingly	global	world.	Quarantine	sites	can	be	understood	as	a	particular	kind	of	conduit	for	these	flows.	The	epidemiological	approach	proposed	here	is	situated	within,	and	draws	on,	these	frameworks	of	relationality,	but	has	a	specific	concern	with	the	kinds	of	relations	that	arise	from,	and	are	constituted	by,	disease.	The	approach	adopted	here	derives	particularly	from	assemblage	theory,	which	was	initially	described	by	Deleuze	and	Guattari	(2013,	first	published	1980),	notably	rearticulated	by	DeLanda	(2006)	and	Bennett	(2010),	and	has	been	implemented	and	reinterpreted	by	a	wide	range	of	scholars,	both	within	archaeology	and	more	broadly.	Some	scholars	argue	for	more	explicitly	defining	which	assemblage	theory	is	being	invoked,	whether	Deleuzian,	DeLandian,	or	Bennettian	(Hamilakis	and	Jones	2017,	80).	Others,	however,	suggest	that	the	fluidity	and	flexibility	of	assemblage	theory	is	its	strength	(Gavin	Lucas	2017,	187),	acting	as	a	“malleable	concept”	(A.	M.	Jones	2017,	88)	which	can	be	expressed	in	diverse	ways	to	respond	to	different	empirical	questions.	Nevertheless,	a	consistent	tenet	is	the	heterogeneous	nature	of	the	assemblage.	The	assemblage	is	described	as	an	ad	hoc	grouping	of	diverse	components	or	entities	(Bennett	2010,	23–24;	Crellin	2017,	113).	These	entities	might	include	“humans	and	non-humans;	animals,	vegetables,	and	minerals;	nature,	culture,	and	technology”	(Bennett	2005,	445).	In	contrast	with	the	conventional	archaeological	understanding,	therefore,	this	characterisation	allows	for	non-material	entities	–such	as	disease,	for	example	–	to	be	understood	as	active	components	of	the	assemblage.	Rather	than	a	strictly	and	homogeneously	material	grouping	of	objects,	the	assemblage	becomes	an	arrangement	where	“various	things,	parts	of	things,	energy,	concepts,	etc.,	might	temporarily	coalesce”	(Conneller	2017,	183)	These	entities	are	characterised	“not	only	by	their	properties	but	also	by	their	capacities”	(DeLanda	2006,	7),	or	in	other	words,	not	only	by	the	actual	functions	of	the	
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entity,	but	also	by	their	latent	(or	virtual,	In	DeLanda’s	terminology)	abilities,	which	they	become	capable	of	through	their	interactions	with	other	entities.	DeLanda	argues	that	the	characteristics	of	an	assemblage,	its	effects	and	development	through	time	are	not	inevitable,	because	they	do	not	follow	directly	from	the	functions	or	properties	of	its	entities.	Rather,	the	assemblage	is	“a	product	of	their	particular	histories	and	their	relationships	with	other	parts	of	the	assemblage”	(R.	Harrison	2011,	156).	In	this	way,	assemblage	theory	empowers	us	to	consider	not	only	the	known	outcome	of	the	assemblage,	but	also	the	range	of	its	becoming	–	the	possibilities	and	potentialities	that	may	never	come	to	pass,	but	that	nevertheless	arise	from	and	lie	dormant	within	the	interactions	and	relations	of	its	entities	(Pezzarossi	2014,	354–355).	Here,	we	might	link	the	emergence	and	ephemerality	of	the	assemblage	to	the	temporal	and	transitory	nature	of	the	practice	of	quarantine.	Indeed,	Deleuze,	in	conversation	with	Parnet,	has	referred	to	the	relations	described	by	assemblage	theory	as	“contagions”	and	“epidemics”	(Deleuze	and	Parnet	2006,	69),	pointing	to	the	fluid	and	ephemeral	nature	of	the	assemblage	(Müller	and	Schurr	2016,	219).	While	Deleuze’s	intention	was	metaphoric,	this	comment	is	suggestive	of	one	way	in	which	assemblage	theory	might	allow	us	to	understand	the	role	of	disease	–	as	forming	relations	between	the	components	of	the	assemblage.	These	relations	between	entities	take	the	form	of	relations	of	exteriority.	This	means,	firstly,	that	the	components	or	entities	of	an	assemblage	exist	independently	of	their	interactions	within	the	assemblage;	they	“may	be	detached	from	it	and	plugged	into	a	different	assemblage	in	which	its	interactions	are	different”	(DeLanda	2006,	10).	Furthermore,	the	exteriority	of	relations	implies	that	the	assemblage	can	never	be	explained	strictly	on	the	basis	of	the	functions	or	properties	of	its	entities	(DeLanda	2006,	10–11).	Rather,	the	properties	of	the	assemblage	as	a	whole	emerge	from	the	capacities	of	its	entities,	and	their	interactions	with	each	other.	It	is	for	this	reason	that	DeLanda	summarises	the	assemblage	as	“a	whole	whose	properties	emerge	from	the	interaction	between	parts”	(DeLanda	2006,	5).	The	components	of	the	assemblage	can	be	understood	independently,	but	the	whole	that	is	created	by	their	context	within	the	assemblage	is	greater	than	the	sum	of	its	parts.	The	assemblage	is	more	than	just	a	grouping	of	entities,	it	is	an	interaction	between	those	entities,	and	also	with	other	proximal	assemblages.	Thus	we	might	argue	that	it	is	these	interactions	and	relations,	rather	than	the	entities	themselves,	that	constitute	the	assemblage.	Assemblage	holds	particular	currency	within	archaeology	for	“the	primacy	that	this	word	holds	in	our	collective	disciplinary	imagination”	(Hamilakis	and	Jones	2017,	80).	I	argue	that	this	terminological	overlap	is	not	trivial,	but	rather	provides	an	opportunity	to	reframe	and	reimagine	the	archaeological	assemblage,	from	a	“selected	collection	of	inert	matter”	(J.	Jones	2017,	144)	into	a	collective	of	both	material	and	non-material	entities	“in	entangled	yet	open-ended	and	fluid	relationships”	(J.	Jones	2017,	143).	Assemblage	theory	encompasses	the	archaeological	assemblage,	but	also	expands	it,	allowing	for	a	greater	range	of	entities	and	a	more	complex	interrogation	of	the	relations	between	them.	As	Conneller	(2017,	183)	has	argued,	assemblage	theory	
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“makes	explicit	the	value	of	our	current	practice,	but	also	extend[s]	archaeology’s	own	concept	in	interesting	and	productive	ways”.	Casella	turns	to	relational	approaches	as	a	way	to	confront	the	multiscalarity	of	the	archaeology	of	globalisation	(2013),	and	in	particular	of	institutional	confinement	(2016).	The	approach	adopted	here	understands	both	the	place	and	the	practice	of	quarantine	as	existing	at	a	range	of	interlocking	and	overlapping	scales.	These	range	from	the	global	network	of	institutional	sites	explored	in	this	and	the	previous	chapter,	through	the	national	and	local	landscapes	of	quarantine	to	the	level	of	the	Quarantine	Station	itself.	Within	the	Station,	these	multiple	scales	continue	to	proceed	through	the	differentiated	landscapes	that	were	accessed	and	experienced	by	different	populations,	the	collection	of	objects	that	circulated	in	and	through	the	institution,	and	finally	the	scale	of	the	individual	body	within	which	disease	was	located.	By	examining	quarantine	at	these	different	scales	over	the	chapters	that	follow,	it	is	possible	to	break	apart	and	unpack	the	institution,	before	reconstructing	the	quarantine	assemblage	within	the	final	chapter.	The	flow	of	disease	acts	as	the	thread	that	moves	between	these	multiple	scales	and	weaves	them	together.	In	addition,	this	approach	also	seeks	to	understand	quarantine	in	a	multitemporal	way.	Time	is	one	of	the	major	technologies	of	quarantine,	acting	as	a	key	weapon	in	the	defence	against	disease	(to	adopt	the	defensive	metaphors	so	often	used),	and	the	temporary	and	transitory	nature	of	quarantine’s	confinement	poses	a	number	of	methodological	and	interpretive	challenges.	This	research	engages	with	the	Quarantine	Station	at	a	number	of	points	in	its	historical	operation,	but	also	considers	how	and	why	these	multiple	temporalities	persist	and	intercede	in	the	present.	In	doing	so,	I	draw	on	two	further	archaeological	approaches	which	are	also	linked	to	the	concept	of	relationality.	The	first	is	Harrison’s	(2011)	articulation	of	the	surface	assemblage.	With	reference	to	DeLanda’s	assemblage	theory,	Harrison	conceives	of	the	archaeological	assemblage	as	a	palimpsest,	composed	of	artefacts	from	a	mix	of	time	periods	which	become	constituted	as	an	assemblage	by	way	of	the	archaeologist’s	“contemporary	classificatory	gaze”	(R.	Harrison	2011,	155).	The	second	is	the	concept	of	object	biography	(Kopytoff	1988;	Gosden	and	Marshall	1999;	Hill	2012a),	an	approach	which	explores	the	social	lives	of	things,	both	in	their	original	contexts	and	after	they	have	been	excavated	or	collected.		These	approaches	facilitate	an	examination	of	not	only	how	the	Quarantine	Station	operated	and	was	understood	in	the	past,	but	also	the	processes	that	have	shaped	its	composition	into	the	present.	They	require	interrogation	of	the	ways	in	which	acts	of	curation	and	interpretation	have	shaped	the	meaning	of	the	assemblage,	and	the	extent	to	which	disease	can	be	seen	to	persist	within	the	landscape	of	quarantine,	even	after	the	original	structures	have	been	erased.	Methodologically,	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	presents	a	range	of	practical	challenges	for	archaeological	research.	Excavation	was	precluded	from	this	study	for	
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both	practical	and	logistical	reasons.	The	majority	of	the	structures	that	were	in	place	at	the	Station	by	the	early	twentieth	century	are	still	extant,	and	archaeological	deposits	elsewhere	at	the	site	are	likely	to	be	disturbed	(National	Parks	and	Wildlife	Service	of	NSW	2000).	This	is	not	an	uncommon	occurrence	at	institutional	sites,	many	of	which	have	been	repurposed	rather	than	demolished	after	their	closure.	In	compensation,	archaeologists	have	turned	to	alternative	methodologies	“including	but	not	limited	to	ethnography,	documentary	research,	digital	imaging,	close	artefact	study,	and	architectural	analysis”	(Fennelly	and	Newman	2017,	3).	Additionally,	institutional	studies	have	also	demonstrated	the	productive	effects	of	utilising	existing	cultural	resource	management	reports,	such	as	those	highlighted	earlier	for	North	Head	Quarantine	Station,	as	the	basis	for	more	in-depth	and	analytical	research	(Spencer-Wood	and	Baugher	2001,	153).	Accordingly,	the	present	study	takes	as	its	primary	data	the	landscape	and	built	structures	of	the	Station,	as	well	as	a	substantial	collection	of	objects	associated	with	the	institution	(“Sydney	Quarantine	Station	Moveable	Heritage	Collection	on	eHive”	2016).	These	material	sources	are	supplemented	with	historical	photographs,	plans,	and	other	documents,	as	well	as	corroborated	information	drawn	from	existing	reports.	Specific	methodologies	have	been	implemented	to	align	with	the	scale	and	subject	of	each	chapter,	and	will	be	outlined	in	more	detail	as	they	become	relevant. The	archaeological	management	plan	for	the	site	states	that	the	Quarantine	Station	is	a	“complex	site”	with	a	“substantial	archaeological	resource”,	but	that	through	the	“process	of	continued	occupation	and	use,	some	of	the	activities	have	destroyed	or	altered	earlier	evidence,	and	some	evidence	was	preserved	or	managed	in	ways	that	did	not	provide	optimum	conditions	for	survival”	(National	Parks	and	Wildlife	Service	of	NSW	2000,	8).	Far	from	detracting	from	the	archaeological	potential	of	the	site	however,	the	following	chapters	will	demonstrate	that	these	activities,	such	as	the	burning	of	rubbish	and	the	demolition	of	earlier	structures,	have	created	absences	that	constitute	a	significant	component	of	the	construction	of	meaning	at	the	site.	These	absences	and	erasures	not	only	reflect	processes	of	quarantine	and	the	changing	priorities	of	the	institution,	but	also	speak	to	the	ways	in	which	disease	has	been	materialised,	and	the	extent	to	which	it	persists	into	the	present	assemblage	of	quarantine.	
3.10 Conclusion	This	chapter	has	outlined	the	theoretical	and	methodological	underpinnings	of	the	present	research,	and	shown	how	they	respond	to	and	build	upon	the	historical	understandings	of	quarantine	presented	in	the	previous	chapter,	and	existing	archaeological	studies	both	of	sites	of	quarantine	and	of	institutions	more	broadly.	In	doing	so,	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	has	also	been	situated	and	contextualised	within	a	global	practice	and	network	of	sites	of	institutional	confinement.	The	following	chapter	will	begin	to	implement	the	epidemiological	approach	proposed	here,	beginning	with	the	largest	scale	and	unit	of	analysis	to	be	undertaken	–	the	quarantine	landscape.	 	
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Chapter	4: Quarantined	Landscapes	
4.1 Introduction	Quarantine,	as	has	been	argued	in	previous	chapters,	is	an	inherently	spatial	act.	As	a	form	of	public	health,	focused	above	all	on	the	wellbeing	of	the	population	rather	than	the	wellbeing	of	the	individual,	quarantine	is	necessarily	concerned	with	“bodies	in	space”	(Bashford	2004,	45)	–	that	is,	it	is	concerned	not	with	the	location	of	disease	within	the	individual	body,	but	rather	with	its	location	throughout	the	populace,	as	represented	by	the	distribution	of,	and	relationship	between,	both	diseased	and	healthy	bodies.	This	understanding	of	quarantine	is	reinforced	by	the	report	of	the	Australasian	Sanitary	Conference	of	1884,	in	which	quarantine	was	described	as	providing	protection	from	the	threat	of	contagious	disease	by	way	of	a	“barrier	of	time-distance”.		Quarantine	was	not,	however,	only	a	barrier	–	it	was	not	simply	a	line,	but	a	space.	As	Bashford	(2004,	48)	reminds	us,	the	quarantine	ground	“was	not	internally	undifferentiated.	It	was,	rather,	a	multi-partitioned	space,	a	site	with	internal	separations,	classification,	and	spatial/bodily	ordering.”	At	North	Head,	space	was	used	as	a	tool	to	separate	the	potentially	diseased	from	the	residents	of	Sydney	that	lay	outside	the	Station,	but	it	was	also	used	inside	the	Station	in	ways	that	have	resulted	in	a	complex	and	multilayered	contemporary	landscape.	This	internal	differentiation	of	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	is	the	impetus	for	this	chapter,	which	considers	how	the	presence	of	disease	within	the	quarantine	space	was	managed	and	understood,	and	how	the	movement	of	disease	into,	through,	and	out	of	the	landscape	was	variously	facilitated	or	curtailed.	I	take	a	diachronic	perspective,	examining	the	terrain	through	a	triptych	of	vignettes	of	key	quarantine	episodes.	The	quarantine	of	the	Amelia	Thompson	in	1838,	the	Sydney	smallpox	epidemic	of	1881,	and	the	1918–1919	global	pneumonic	influenza	pandemic	each	capture	North	Head	at	a	pivotal	moment	in	time	(and	space)	through	which	the	development	of	the	quarantine	environment	is	traced	and	interrogated.	These	vignettes	encompass	the	physical	structures	that	were	present	and	the	arrangement	of	space,	but	also	some	of	the	ways	in	which	the	landscape	was	understood,	represented,	and	imagined.	In	terms	of	scope,	while	the	focus	of	this	chapter	is	the	bounded	space	of	the	Quarantine	Station,	it	must	also	be	recognised	that	the	landscape	of	quarantine	extends	beyond	the	landscape	of	the	institution.	Quarantine	is	a	response	to	disease	travelling	across	oceans	and	borders.	While	the	quarantine	itself	is	restricted	in	space	and	time,	these	events	are	never	solely	local.	The	vignettes	therefore	also	act	as	a	means	to	consider	the	ways	in	which	the	landscape	of	quarantine	expands	and	contracts	at	different	historical	moments,	creating	connections	that	transcend	the	spatial	confines	of	the	act	of	quarantine.	My	concern	is	as	much	with	the	contemporary	landscape	as	the	historical,	and	with	the	ways	in	which	disease	has	endured	and	become	embedded	within	the	topography,	even	
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as	the	structures	that	accompanied	it	have	been	demolished.	The	landscape	of	quarantine,	and	the	arrangement	of	space	within	it,	were	vital	technologies	in	the	battle	for	the	control	and	erasure	of	disease.	However,	I	argue	in	this	chapter	that	these	very	attempts	to	remove	disease	from	the	quarantine	landscape	have	instead	had	the	effect	of	materialising	disease,	creating	a	contemporary	landscape	across	which	both	the	presence	and	fear	of	disease	are	physically	inscribed. 
4.2 Approaching	the	Quarantine	Landscape	The	objective	of	this	chapter	is	not	to	provide	an	exhaustive	account	of	the	development	of	the	built	environment	of	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	(for	a	detailed	sequential	analysis	of	the	construction	and	evolution	of	the	Station,	see	Paul	Davies	Pty	Ltd	2001).	Rather,	by	focusing	on	a	number	of	vignettes,	I	am	able	to	provide	a	more	detailed	analysis	of	how	space	was	used	and	constructed	at	particular	moments	in	time,	to	identify	the	material	signatures	that	have	characterised	past	landscapes	of	quarantine,	and	to	consider	the	extent	to	which	these	endure	into	the	present.		The	selection	of	the	three	vignettes	was	made	on	the	basis	of	a	number	of	factors.	From	a	temporal	perspective,	they	are	spread	throughout	the	period	of	the	Station’s	operation,	enabling	analysis	to	capture	key	phases	in	the	development	of	the	site,	with	the	first	vignette	spotlighting	the	initial	phase	of	construction	and	the	second	a	subsequent	expansion.	While	the	final	vignette	takes	place	some	six	decades	before	the	Station’s	official	closure,	it	captures	the	Station	at	its	material	peak,	with	little	construction	(and	indeed,	relatively	few	quarantines)	occurring	after	that	date.	In	addition	to	facilitating	analysis	of	the	developing	landscape,	the	timing	of	the	vignettes	also	allows	for	a	consideration	of	the	role	that	changing	understandings	of	the	nature	of	disease	transmission	may	have	played	in	that	development,	and	the	changing	administration	of	the	Station,	from	colonial,	to	state,	to	federal	institution.	While	this	temporal	range	was	the	key	driving	factor	in	the	selection	of	the	vignettes,	they	also	provide	diversity	in	the	nature	of	the	quarantine	itself,	with	the	Station	responding	to	different	diseases	entering	from	different	sources,	and	ultimately	leading	to	the	quarantining	of	different	populations,	be	they	immigrants,	Sydney	residents	or	returning	soldiers.	Each	vignette	consists	of	a	complex	description	of	the	historical	landscape	features	of	a	particular	quarantine	episode,	taking	into	consideration	both	the	factors	that	characterised	the	landscape	at	the	time,	and	the	traces	that	persist	within	the	contemporary	landscape.	Through	an	analysis	of	features	such	as	buildings,	fences,	paths	and	other	structures,	I	consider	how	different	populations	were	located,	and	how	the	presence	of	disease	within	the	landscape	was	understood	as	a	result.	Although	landscape	archaeologies	are	extremely	diverse,	they	are	united	by	the	fact	that	“they	employ	a	range	of	(mainly	non-intrusive)	methods,	operate	at	multiple	scales	of	analysis	and	seek	to	move	beyond	a	focus	upon	apparently	bounded	entities	like	monuments	or	‘sites’.”	(D.	Hicks	and	McAtackney	2007,	14).		Following	in	this	tradition,	the	vignettes	
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were	assembled	through	a	combination	of	archaeological	site	survey,	supported	by	existing	archaeological	and	architectural	documentation	of	the	site,	and	a	range	of	primary	historical	documentation	including	maps	and	plans,	sketches,	painting	and	photographs,	and	testimony	from	sources	including	newspapers	and	Royal	Commissions.	An	integrative	approach	such	as	this	makes	it	possible	to	work	between	the	archaeological	and	historical	evidence,	allowing	each	to	inform	the	interpretation	of	the	other.	Given	the	documented	nature	of	the	site,	survey	was	purposive	rather	than	sampling	(Banning	2002,	133–154),	acting	as	a	way	of	ground-truthing	primary	and	secondary	records,	identifying	previously	unrecorded	features,	and	assessing	the	extent	to	which	the	features	of	historical	landscapes	have	persisted	into	the	present.	Photographic	records	were	taken,	and	plans	were	constructed	which	draw	on	all	of	these	sources	of	evidence	to	depict	snapshots	of	the	quarantine	landscape.	In	drawing	on	primary	documents	such	as	illustrations	and	plans	I	am	concerned	as	much	with	what	they	say	about	how	the	landscape,	and	the	presence	of	disease	within	it,	was	historically	understood,	as	with	their	ability	to	accurately	record	the	location	of	structures	within	the	site.	As	Smith	(2007,	81)	has	demonstrated,	maps	are	“simultaneously	document,	artefact,	and	metaphor…visually	representing	the	social	relations	of	power	and	the	contesting	of	different	understandings	of	landscapes.”	Maps	and	other	sources	like	them	are	accordingly	utilised	not	as	a	strictly	objective	record,	but	rather	with	attention	to	what	is	left	out	of	them,	what	is	emphasised,	and	what	they	suggest	about	how	the	landscape	was	understood	and	interacted	with	as	a	result.	In	interpreting	the	vignettes,	I	draw	on	Harrison’s	(2011,	154)	articulation	of	archaeological	surface	survey	“as	an	allegory	for	a	creative	engagement	with	the	present	and	the	spaces	in	which	the	past	intervenes	within	it.”	Although	the	vignettes	describe	multiple	past	landscapes	of	quarantine,	the	chapter	as	a	whole	considers	the	ways	in	which	these	past	landscapes	are	made	present	within	the	contemporary	landscape	of	North	Head.	The	following	vignettes	are	therefore	concerned	with	what	was	present	within	the	landscape	during	a	particular	historical	moment,	how	those	structures	and	features	were	perceived	by	the	people	that	inhabited	them,	and	the	extent	to	which	historic	landscapes	have	persisted	into	the	present.	
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4.3 Vignette	1	–	Smallpox	and	typhus	on	the	Amelia	Thompson,	1838	
	Figure	4.1	Plan	of	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	during	the	quarantine	of	the	Amelia	Thompson	in	1838	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	Passengers	in	the	36-day	long	quarantine	of	the	Amelia	Thompson	in	1838	experienced	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	in	its	earliest	permanent	form,	following	a	period	of	construction	that	had	commenced	in	October	1837	(Figure	4.1).	The	vessel	had	departed	Plymouth	on	the	28th	of	March	1838,	carrying	264	immigrants	and	27	crew	(“Immigrants’	Barracks”	1838).	Smallpox	was	detected	on	board	prior	to	departure	(“Legislative	Council”	1838),	and	this	was	compounded	by	an	outbreak	of	typhus	during	the	voyage,	leading	to	the	deaths	of	39	passengers	before	reaching	the	colony	(“Quarantine”	1838).	The	Colonial	Assistant	Surgeon	James	Stuart	attributed	these	illnesses,	on	the	Amelia	Thompson	and	other	contemporaneous	voyages,	to	“the	over-crowding	of	the	ships,	and	want	of	due	ventilation	and	cleanliness,	which	must	dispose	the	constitution	to	inflammatory	disease”	(quoted	in	Foxhall	2011,	629–630;	for	an	account	of	a	subsequent	voyage	on	the	Amelia	Thompson,	see	J.	J.	Smith	1839).	The	surviving	passengers	of	the	Amelia	Thompson	were	placed	in	quarantine	as	a	result;	a	further	six,	all	children,	would	die	during	their	36-day	detention	in	quarantine.		The	location	of	the	formal	Quarantine	Station	at	North	Head	had	a	number	of	practical	justifications.	The	Amelia	Thompson,	and	other	subsequent	vessels,	were	required	to	traverse	the	gateway	formed	by	North	and	South	Head	as	they	passed	from	the	Pacific	Ocean,	allowing	them	to	be	detained	while	still	at	a	sufficient	distance	from	the	main	
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settlement.	Sydney	Cove	also	provided	the	first	safe	anchorage	point	for	ships	inside	the	Sydney	Heads,	and	there	was	an	ample	supply	of	fresh	water.	Beyond	this,	however,	contemporary	plans	of	the	Station	and	its	surrounds	demonstrate	how	the	landscape	was	understood	and	demarcated	within	a	framework	of	disease.	A	sketch	by	colonial	surveyor	T.H.	Nutt	marks	the	site	of	the	Station	as	‘healthy	ground’,	whereas	the	land	surrounding	it	is	repeatedly	emblazoned	with	the	word	‘swamp’	(Figure	4.2).	Viewers	of	the	sketch	would	understand	the	latter	as	a	source	of	disease-causing	miasma	(Hannaway	1993,	295).	Through	representations	such	as	this,	the	natural	environment	of	North	Head	was	made	to	“collude	in	the	purpose	of	quarantine”	(Foxhall	2012,	122).		
	Figure	4.2	Detail	of	T.H.	Nutt’s	sketch	of	North	Head	(undated,	likely	circa	1838),	indicating	the	boundary	of	quarantine	and	the	swamp	beyond	(Source:	SANSW	AO	Map	4955).	This	delineation	between	the	healthy	space	of	quarantine	and	the	unhealthy	space	beyond	it	was	made	material	and	tangibly	inscribed	across	the	landscape	through	the	presence	of	approximately	thirteen	stone	pillars	which	physically	demarcated	the	quarantine	zone.	The	pillars	were	around	eight	feet	(2.4	metres)	high,	bonded	with	mortar	and	lime-washed	for	clearer	visibility	(Foley	1995,	37–38).	Foxhall	(2012,	190–192)	highlights	that	despite	their	already	considerable	height,	Nutt’s	plan	depicts	the	pillars	“out	of	all	proportion	to	their	actual	size”.	Plans	also	indicate	the	presence	of	a	guardhouse	outside	of	the	quarantine	bounds,	acting	to	further	secure	the	boundaries	(Figure	4.3).	Nevertheless,	they	were	not	impermeable.	There	is	no	evidence	of	a	fence	or	other	barrier	running	between	the	markers.	Furthermore,	access	was	required	to	
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Store	Beach,	beyond	the	pillars,	to	obtain	vital	supplies	(a	path	depicted	in	Figure	4.10	indicates	passage	between	the	quarantine	ground	and	the	beach,	although	it	is	unclear	whether	a	store	or	other	structures	were	in	place	at	this	stage).	While	the	1838	boundary	of	the	Quarantine	Station	has	largely	been	erased,	perhaps	the	most	obvious	material	remnant	of	the	1838	landscape	is	a	solitary	extant	pillar,	which	continues	to	stand	sentinel	(Figure	4.4).	Although	we	might	initially	assume	that	the	boundary	was	intended	to	protect	the	settlement	of	Sydney	from	the	disease	that	lay	within	the	quarantine	ground,	I	argue	that	its	role	was	at	least	in	part	to	protect	people	in	quarantine	from	the	threat	of	miasma	that	lay	beyond.		
	Figure	4.3	Detail	of	S.	Perry’s	sketch	of	the	quarantine	ground,	including	the	guard	house	(top	right)	and	‘signal	nobby’	(bottom	left),	dated	19	May	1838	with	possible	later	annotations	(Source:	SANSW	AO	Map	4956).	
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	Figure	4.4	Extant	stone	boundary	marker	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	Within	these	boundaries,	perhaps	the	most	significant	and	enduring	element	of	the	1838	quarantine	landscape	was	the	spatial	differentiation	between	the	accommodations	for	the	sick	and	healthy	passengers	(Figure	4.1).	Upon	being	put	ashore	at	the	newly	constructed	wharf,	those	immigrants	afflicted	with	typhus	would	have	been	sent	up	to	the	sick	ground,	an	area	close	to	the	shoreline	but	high	above	the	beach,	with	steep	cliffs	on	either	side.	The	location	of	the	sick	ground	on	the	ridge	leading	to	Cannae	Point	exposed	the	hospital	and	its	inhabitants	to	breezes	capable	of	blowing	away	unhealthy	miasma,	and	presented	the	diseased	immigrants	with	views	of	the	harbour,	beyond	which	lay	the	settlement	of	Sydney.	Their	intended	destination	remained	tantalisingly	out	of	sight,	and	for	some,	permanently	out	of	reach.	
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	Figure	4.5	View	towards	Sydney	Harbour	from	the	sick	ground	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	The	sick	ground	at	this	stage	consisted	of	two	buildings,	a	hospital	ward	and	doctor’s	residence.	The	medical	officer	in	charge	of	the	sick	ground	during	the	quarantine	of	the	
Amelia	Thompson,	Dr	James	Stuart,	was	housed	in	a	two-roomed	cottage	adjacent	to	the	hospital	(“Quarantine”	1838;	Foley	1995,	38).	The	hospital	itself	consisted	of	a	40	by	12	foot	(12.1	by	3.6	metre)	unlined	wooden	building,	partitioned	into	a	male	and	female	ward	(Peter	Freeman	Pty	Ltd	2000,	54).Contemporary	images	of	the	hospital	have	not	been	identified,	however	illustrations	from	1877,	when	the	building	was	in	use	as	a	female	hospital,	give	some	indication	of	its	appearance,	notwithstanding	any	alterations	that	may	have	been	made	in	the	interim	(Figure	4.6).	Despite	being	newly	constructed,	the	hospital	appears	to	have	been	viewed	as	unsatisfactory	from	the	outset,	at	least	by	those	housed	there	if	not	by	officials;	a	report	in	the	Sydney	Gazette	on	30	October	1838	(during	the	quarantine	of	the	William	Rodger	and	the	Palmyra)	described	the	hospital	as	a	“comfortless	wooden	building”	(“The	Quarantine	Station”	1838).	The	same	report	further	claimed	that	“in	cold	and	damp	weather,	we	are	told	that	the	hospital	at	Spring	Cove	is	miserable	in	the	extreme”.	Certainly	images	of	the	hospital	provide	no	indication	that	the	building	possessed	a	chimney	or	hearth	to	provide	warmth	to	the	patients.	No	evidence	has	been	identified	of	a	fence	or	other	structure	enclosing	the	sick	ground,	beyond	the	natural	enclosure	of	the	cliffs,	however	it	could	be	argued	that	enclosure	was	reflected	in	the	disease	status	of	the	inhabitants,	which	would	have	rendered	movement	difficult.	
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	Figure	4.6	Detail	from	an	1877	illustration,	depicting	the	exterior	and	interior	of	the	hospital	building	(Source:	“The	Recent	Cases	of	Smallpox	-	the	Quarantine	Station	and	Buildings”	1877).	The	healthy	ground	was	located	on	high	ground	further	inland	from	the	beach,	and	included	a	doctor’s	residence	similar	to	that	adjacent	to	the	hospital.	This	hut	accommodated	the	medical	officer	in	charge	of	the	healthy	ground	(in	this	instance,	Dr	John	Dobie).	The	front	two	rooms	of	a	small	extant	cottage	in	this	approximate	location,	generally	thought	to	have	been	built	in	around	1876,	may	in	fact	pre-date	the	rest	of	the	building	and	instead	be	a	remnant	of	the	earlier	doctor’s	residence.	However,	if	this	is	indeed	the	case,	extensive	changes	to	the	building	have	left	little	visual	evidence	of	the	earlier	structure	(Paul	Davies	Pty	Ltd	2001,	vol.	4)	(Figure	4.7).	The	doctor’s	residence	was	accompanied	by	four	wooden	buildings	designed	to	accommodate	up	to	40	people	each	and	measuring	40	by	12	feet	(12.1	by	4.6	metres)	(Freeman	et	al.	2000,	54).		Foley	(1995,	38)	has	argued	that	the	barrack	style	of	this	accommodation,	which	provided	little	privacy	to	occupants,	was	a	reflection	of	an	attitude	by	officials	that	accommodation	provided	to	immigrants	in	quarantine	should	be	of	a	similar	standard	to	that	which	they	occupied	on	board	ship	–	for	most,	steerage	class.	This	assessment	echoes	Gojak	and	Iacano’s	(1993,	28)	assertion	in	their	study	of	the	Sydney	Sailors’	Home	that	“maritime	institutions…conveyed	an	atmosphere	of	life	aboard	Ship”.	The	healthy	accommodation	reinforces	the	notion	that	for	immigrants,	quarantine	occupied	a	liminal	space,	constituting	not	an	arrival	at	their	destination	but	rather	a	continuation	of,	or	pause	within,	their	journey.		
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	Figure	4.7	Staff	cottage	(building	S9),	the	front	two	rooms	of	which	possibly	date	to	c.	1838	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	Located	between	the	two	dichotomous	populations	of	quarantine,	the	sick	and	the	healthy,	lay	a	third	population	–	the	dead.	The	Station’s	first	cemetery	was	located	on	a	sloping	area	between	Quarantine	Beach	and	the	healthy	ground	(Figure	4.1).	The	cemetery	was	in	use	from	March	1837	and	was	the	burial	site	for	approximately	228	people,	including	the	six	infants	who	perished	during	the	quarantine	of	the	Amelia	
Thompson	(Foley	1995,	131–132).	Highlighting	the	accreted	nature	of	the	quarantine	landscape,	the	location	of	the	cemetery	had	been	established	during	the	quarantine	of	the	Lady	Macnaghten,	a	year	and	a	half	prior	to	that	of	the	Amelia	Thompson	and	prior	to	the	construction	of	permanent	accommodation	at	the	station.	At	the	time	the	cemetery	was	established,	it	was	therefore	located	at	a	distance	from	where	those	in	quarantine	were	accommodated	in	tents	close	to	the	beach	or	on	board	ship.		For	the	immigrants	of	the	Amelia	Thompson,	however,	the	cemetery	was	located	just	below	the	barracks	of	the	healthy	ground.	For	the	people	accommodated	there,	the	burial	ground	was	in	full	view	as	they	looked	out	towards	the	sick	ground	where	their	fellow	passengers	were	confined.	It	is	this	view	in	particular	that	many	artists	chose	to	represent	(Figure	4.8,	Figure	4.9&Figure	4.10),	perhaps	indicating	the	extent	to	which	quarantine	was	perceived	as	a	place	of	death	and	disease,	even	as	most	of	its	inhabitants	remained	healthy.	Foley	(1995,	131–132)	attributes	the	subsequent	removal	of	the	
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gravestones	and	establishment	of	the	second	burial	ground	in	1853	to	this	undoubtedly	unsettling	sight.		The	location	of	the	cemetery	was	not	only	unpleasant	but	also	unhealthy,	the	potential	smells	emanating	understood	as	an	indication	of	the	presence	of	miasma.	As	Lupton	(1995,	20)	has	argued,	“the	miasmas	issuing	from	diseased,	dead	and	decomposing	bodies	were	considered	especially	dangerous”,	capable	of	causing	a	range	of	disease	by	“breaking	down	the	equilibrium	of	the	body”.	Furthermore,	natural	drainage	at	the	site	meant	that	much	of	the	Station’s	water	supply	ran	through	the	original	burial	ground	–	a	serious	health	concern	for	officials	at	a	time	“when	preoccupations	focused	on	decaying	bodies	and	bodily	waste”	(Barnes	2006,	129).	The	only	clear	indicator	of	the	presence	of	those	original	burials	within	the	contemporary	landscape	is	a	damaged	headstone	found	in	scrub	a	short	distance	from	where	plans	indicate	the	first	burial	ground	was	located	(Figure	4.11).	A	number	of	other	headstones	from	the	period	are	held	in	the	Quarantine	Station’s	museum	collection,	although	none	attributable	to	passengers	of	the	Amelia	
Thompson.	
	Figure	4.8	View	of	the	first	burial	ground	from	1847	(Source:	George	French	Angas,	1847,	The	quarantine	burial	
ground,	Spring	Cove,	Sydney	Harbour,	New	South	Wales,	National	Library	of	Australia,	nla.obj-135644135).	
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	Figure	4.9	View	of	the	first	burial	ground	circa	1840s	(Source:	Quarantine	burial	ground,	New	South	Wales,	ca.	1840s,	National	Library	of	Australia,	nla.obj-137247614).	
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	Figure	4.10	View	of	the	first	burial	ground	published	circa	1874,	based	on	an	1837	watercolour	by	Samuel	Prout.	Note	the	path	to	the	right	leading	toward	Store	Beach	(Source:	Arthur	Willmore,	1874,	Quarantine	burial	ground,	Port	
Jackson,	National	Library	of	Australia,	nla.obj-138429124).	
	Figure	4.11	Damaged	headstone	located	in	the	vicinity	of	the	first	burial	ground	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	
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Whether	a	flagstaff	had	been	erected	by	the	time	of	the	Amelia	Thompson’s	quarantine	is	a	matter	of	some	conjecture.	Foley	(1995,	39)	has	argued	that	the	present	flagstaff	was	not	erected	until	around	1853–54,	citing	a	previous	request	by	the	Superintendent	for	the	construction	of	a	flagstaff	in	1838	having	been	rejected	by	the	Governor.	However,	a	number	of	reports	suggest	that	a	flagstaff	was	present	at	this	time	(Peter	Freeman	Pty	Ltd	2000;	Paul	Davies	Pty	Ltd	2001),	and	archaeological	analysis	of	the	extant	mast	suggests	that	although	repairs	have	been	made	at	intervals	over	the	years,	parts	of	the	fabric	are	likely	to	date	to	before	1850	(“Quarantine	Signal	Mast,	Cannae	Point :	Conservation	Analysis”	1986,	3).	Regardless,	the	annotation	‘Signal	Nobby’	adjacent	to	Cannae	Point	on	a	map	dated	to	1838	(Figure	4.3)	suggests	that	the	practice	of	using	the	Point	for	signalling	certainly	dates	to	that	time,	if	not	the	flagstaff	itself.		Cannae	Point	is	clearly	visible	as	vessels	enter	Port	Jackson	through	the	heads,	making	it	an	ideal	locus	for	communication	at	a	distance.	The	quarantine	flag	was	required	to	be	flown	whenever	the	Station	was	officially	‘in	quarantine’,	acting	as	a	warning	to	all	who	approached	of	North	Head’s	diseased	status.	The	site	was	also	used	to	communicate	with	approaching	ships	as	they	signalled	a	request	for	pratique	or	alerted	health	officials	to	the	presence	of	disease	on	board,	and	may	also	have	played	a	more	general	role	in	communication	throughout	the	harbour	(“Quarantine	Signal	Mast,	Cannae	Point :	Conservation	Analysis”	1986,	3).	Cannae	Point	and	the	flagstaff	it	bears	therefore	act	as	further	evidence	of	the	way	in	which	space	was	used	as	a	technology	of	quarantine,	signifying	the	point	of	communication	between	ship	and	shore	and	thereby	enabling	the	transmission	of	information	while	preventing	the	transmission	of	disease.	The	quarantine	of	the	Amelia	Thompson	represents	perhaps	the	first	quarantine	episode	in	which	the	construction	of	the	initial	permanent	Quarantine	Station	was	complete.	The	quarantine	landscape	of	1838	was	largely	characterised	by	the	establishment	of	a	spatial	dichotomy	between	sick	and	healthy	–	both	outwardly,	through	the	establishment	of	the	permanent	Quarantine	Station	at	a	distance	from	the	settlement	of	Sydney,	and	inwardly,	through	the	creation	of	distinct	‘sick’	and	‘healthy’	spaces	within	the	Station	itself.	Very	little	remains	within	the	contemporary	landscape	of	the	physical	structures	known	to	the	Amelia	Thompson	immigrants.	Nevertheless,	as	the	ensuing	vignettes	shall	demonstrate,	the	organising	principles	that	structured	and	dichotomised	their	use	and	understanding	of	the	landscape	in	1838	have	persisted	throughout	the	quarantine	landscape’s	development. 
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4.4 Vignette	2	–	Sydney	smallpox	epidemic,	1881	
	Figure	4.12	Plan	of	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	during	the	Sydney	smallpox	epidemic	of	1881	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	A	seemingly	isolated	case	of	smallpox	discovered	in	Sydney	on	June	15,	1881,	was	quickly	revealed	to	be	the	beginnings	of	a	new	epidemic	as	others	fell	victim	to	the	disease	(Kotar	and	Gessler	2013,	228).	The	epidemic	marked	the	beginning	of	another	period	of	quarantine	at	North	Head,	but	this	time	with	a	significant	difference.	Although	the	disease	had	likely	reached	Sydney	aboard	the	steamer	Brisbane,	which	had	travelled	from	China,	it	was	not	intercepted	upon	arrival,	but	rather	detected	within	the	city.	Having	failed	in	preventing	the	disease	from	reaching	Sydney,	quarantine	was	instead	tasked	with	quelling	the	spread	of	smallpox	throughout	the	city.		There	were	precedents	for	the	use	of	North	Head	for	land	epidemics	as	well	as	for	maritime	quarantines,	most	recently	in	1876–77(Foley	1995,	67;	Hobbins	2017).	Nonetheless,	the	quarantine	of	local	Sydney	residents	within	the	Station	was	an	unusual	occurrence,	and	one	which	conflicted	with	the	circumstances	envisaged	when	the	institution	was	established	(Street	et	al.	1882,	6).	Complaints	of	poor	management	of	
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the	Quarantine	Station	during	this	epidemic	resulted	in	numerous	newspaper	reports	and	a	Royal	Commission	(Street	et	al.	1882)	which,	in	addition	to	accusations	of	unprofessional	behaviour	and	drunkenness,	provide	insight	into	how	the	quarantine	landscape	was	structured	and	interacted	with	at	this	time.	The	spatial	dichotomy	between	sick	and	healthy	spaces	that	was	established	in	1838	persisted	in	the	quarantine	landscape	of	1881	(Figure	4.12).	Plans	of	North	Head	from	this	period	are	noteworthy	for	their	preoccupation	with	illustrating	the	topography	of	the	quarantine	landscape,	which	calls	attention	to	the	reasoning	underlying	the	spatial	distribution	of	the	site.	An	1882	plan	clearly	illustrates	the	elevated	location	occupied	by	the	accommodation	for	both	sick	and	healthy	detainees	(Figure	4.13),	while	another	from	1876	highlights	the	“steep	bank”	and	“high	rocks”	that	simultaneously	elevated	the	hospital	and	cabins	above	the	“open	flat”	below	and,	in	conjunction	with	“dense	tea	tree	scrub”,	created	natural	barriers	between	the	populations	confined	to	these	respective	spaces	(Figure	4.14).	In	doing	so,	these	maps	emphasise	the	importance	of	the	positioning	of	buildings	(and,	as	a	result,	populations)	within	the	quarantine	landscape.		It	would	be	tempting	to	interpret	this	use	of	natural	topography	within	a	framework	of	surveillance	–	a	common	theme	within	the	archaeology	of	institutions,	including	Honey’s	(Honey	2006)	study	of	the	quarantine	stations	at	Torrens	Island	and	Point	Nepean.	Certainly,	the	high	location	of	the	Superintendent’s	cottage	(roughly	coinciding	with	the	earlier	guardhouse)	would	have	afforded	views	over	the	people	under	his	care	and	command.	Considered	within	the	particular	context	of	this	institution’s	objectives,	however,	the	chief	impetus	for	exploiting	the	topography	was	probably	less	about	creating	‘panoptic’	views	than	maintaining	the	spatial	dichotomy	between	sick	and	healthy.	It	is	noteworthy	that	both	populations	were	accommodated	at	sites	which,	due	to	their	high	elevation,	were	subject	to	healthful	sea	breezes.	Thus	both	the	landform	and	local	climate	were	exploited	synergistically	to	restrict	movement	and	ensure	a	healthy	environment.	
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	Figure	4.13	Detail	from	plan	of	North	Head	in	1882	(Source:	Legislative	Assembly	New	South	Wales	1884,	II:990).	
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	Figure	4.14	Plan	of	the	Quarantine	Station	‘shewing	the	position	of	old	and	new	buildings’	in	1876	(Source:	Street	et	al.	1882).	
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One	point	at	which	the	boundaries	(both	literal	and	metaphorical)	of	the	sick	and	healthy	grounds	became	blurred	within	the	1881	landscape	is	the	cemetery,	which	also	marks	the	only	major	feature	to	have	been	significantly	relocated	since	1838.	Although	the	first	burial	ground	is	entirely	absent	from	plans	from	this	period,	the	bodies	themselves	remained	in	situ.	Their	headstones,	however,	were	transplanted	to	a	second	burial	ground,	located	to	the	rear	of	the	healthy	ground’s	barrack	accommodation	(Figure	4.15).	This	site	was	intended	as	a	response	to	objections	to	the	location	of	the	first	burial	ground,	but	the	new	location	was	scarcely	less	problematic.	The	Assistant	Health	Officer,	Louis	Foucart,	stated	to	the	Royal	Commission	that	he	“found	the	grave-yard	a	great	objection.	When	I	went	there	the	smell	was	very	offensive;	the	people	were	complaining,	and	certainly	they	had	grounds	for	complaint,	with	all	the	small-pox	graves	so	near	them”	(Street	et	al.	1882,	52).	Foucart	further	testified	that	the	cemetery	was	only	“about	4	chains	[approximately	80	metres]	from	the	buildings	on	the	healthy	ground,	and	at	a	higher	elevation,	so	that	the	drainage	percolated	towards	the	houses.”	This	claim	was	largely	confirmed	through	field	survey,	although	vegetation	in	the	contemporary	landscape	makes	it	difficult	to	ascertain	the	extent	of	runoff	towards	the	former	accommodation	sites.	Given	that	the	cemetery	itself	was	understood	as	“infected	ground”	(Street	et	al.	1882,	70),	its	incursion	into	the	Quarantine	Station’s	designated	healthy	space	is	an	interesting	exception	to	the	sick/healthy	spatial	dichotomy	that	governed	much	of	the	landscape.	In	archaeological	terms,	it	suggests	that	the	practice	of	burials	–	rendering	bodies	both	invisible	and	physically	remote	from	those	remaining	on	the	surface	–	was	in	itself	considered	a	‘disinfecting’	or	‘isolating’	process,	despite	the	persistent	influence	of	miasma	theory.	While	the	broad	spatial	distinctions	established	in	the	landscape	of	1838	had	been	maintained,	by	1881	they	had	also	become	increasingly	formalised	and	complex.	By	the	time	of	the	smallpox	epidemic,	the	sick	ground	had	grown	from	a	solitary	hospital	ward	and	a	doctor’s	residence	to	also	include	a	store,	water	closet,	cookhouse,	and	additional	ward	(Figure	4.16).	A	particularly	evocative	(and	disparaging)	description	published	in	the	Sydney	Morning	Herald	in	1883	describes	one	of	these	wards	as:	A	low,	doleful-looking	building	divided	by	a	wooden	partition	into	two	apartments;	the	windows	are	small	and	admit	very	little	light	and	air;	indeed,	the	interior	is	of	so	dismal	an	aspect	as	to	suggest	the	idea	of	a	charnel-house	rather	than	that	of	a	hospital.	A	more	fitting	place	for	Dante’s	inscription,	‘All	hope	abandon	ye	who	enter	here’,	could	scarcely	be	imagined.	It	needs	but	one	glance	into	the	interior	of	this	dungeon	to	understand	the	mortality	that	occurred	among	the	smallpox	patients.	The	whole	place	is	so	rotten	and	so	infected	with	the	germs	of	disease	that	only	one	thing	can	be	done	with	it.	It	must	be	pulled	down	and	consumed	with	fire	(“Quarantine	Station,	North	Head”	1883).		
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	Figure	4.15	Detail	of	a	plan	of	the	Quarantine	Station	in	1884	(Source:	Australasian	Sanitary	Conference	1884).	
	Figure	4.16	Detail	of	illustration	showing	the	hospital	ground	in	1877(Source:	“The	Recent	Cases	of	Smallpox	-	the	Quarantine	Station	and	Buildings”	1877).	
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The	old	and	new	hospital	wards	were	intended	to	act	as	a	female	and	male	hospital	respectively	(as	seen	in	Figure	4.14),	indicating	a	level	of	subdivision	even	within	the	sick	ground.	At	the	time	of	the	1881	quarantine,	however,	the	entirety	of	the	sick	ground	had	been	given	over	to	“Single	Female	Quarantine”	(Figure	4.13),	with	male	smallpox	sufferers	housed	offshore	on	the	hulk	ship	Faraway,	(Street	et	al.	1882,	7)–	the	poor	treatment	they	received	there	forming	a	key	point	of	discussion	in	the	resulting	Royal	Commission(Figure	4.17).	While	plans	of	the	Quarantine	Station	are	generally	confined	to	the	quarantine	ground	and	the	land	surrounding	it,	the	Faraway	is	included	in	a	plan	presented	to	the	Australasian	Sanitary	Conference	in	1884	(Figure	4.15).	The	inclusion	of	the	hulk,	as	well	as	the	depiction	of	a	buoy	for	the	mooring	of	quarantined	vessels	(Figure	4.18),	is	an	important	reminder	that	the	maritime	landscape	of	quarantine	cannot	be	strictly	confined	to	the	quarantine	ground,	but	rather	extends	outwards	into	the	seascape	beyond.	
	Figure	4.17	The	hospital	ship	Faraway.		The	hulk’s	orderly	appearance	in	this	illustration	belies	the	descriptions	of	poor	treatment	on	board	as	told	to	the	Royal	Commission	(Source:	“The	Smallpox	Hospital	Ship,	Faraway”	1884).	
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	Figure	4.18	The	Harmony	quarantine	hulk,	along	with	a	buoy	for	the	mooring	of	quarantined	vessels.	Installed	in	1853,	the	Harmony	was	replaced	by	the	Faraway	in	1876.	(Source:	George	Penkivil	Slade,	1870,	Harmony,	quarantine	
hulk,	National	Library	of	Australia,	nla.obj-138992144).	If	the	dichotomy	between	sick	and	healthy	is	the	primary	organising	principle	of	the	quarantine	landscape,	in	considering	the	landscape	of	1881	we	also	encounter	a	secondary	factor:	class.	Within	the	healthy	ground,	the	barrack-style	accommodation	to	the	south-east	of	the	hospital	grounds	remained	(Figure	4.19),	having	undergone	extensions	in	the	1850s	(Foley	1995,	66).	These	were	now	accompanied	to	the	north,	however,	by	an	additional	cluster	of	buildings	which	represented	accommodation	for	passengers	travelling	in	first	class.	Referred	to	during	the	smallpox	epidemic	as	the	‘cabins’,	likely	in	reference	to	the	‘cabin’	or	‘first’	class	on	board	ship,	this	group	of	buildings	consisted	of	separate	accommodation	for	single	women,	single	men,	and	two	buildings	for	families,	as	well	as	a	cookhouse,	servants’	quarters	and	water	closets.	The	class-based	accommodation	has	been	described	as	“shipboard	on	land…There	is	about	the	same	difference	in	grading	classes	that	would	prevail	upon	board	ship”	(Salmon	1907,	15).	This	new	accommodation	was	described	as	being	“for	the	proper	classification	of	passengers”	(quoted	in	Foley	1995,	65),	although	in	the	case	of	the	1881	quarantine	it	was	Sydney	residents,	rather	than	passengers,	who	were	detained.	Accounts	from	the	Royal	Commission	(Street	et	al.	1882)	indicate	that	two	families	considered	to	be	of	superior	social	standing	were	housed	in	the	newly-erected	first-class	lodgings,	whereas	the	others	continued	to	be	accommodated	in	the	existing	(now	second-class)	barracks	“where	there	was	no	privacy	and	few	comforts”	(Foley	1995,	73).		
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	Figure	4.19	Detail	of	illustration	showing	the	‘quarters	for	healthy	people’	in	1877.	In	1881	the	second	burial	ground	was	laid	out	uphill	from	these	buildings,	behind	the	hindmost	building,	which	is	believed	to	be	the	kitchen(Source:	“The	Recent	Cases	of	Smallpox	-	the	Quarantine	Station	and	Buildings”	1877).	In	addition	to	these	more	permanent	forms	of	accommodation,	detainees	were	also	accommodated	within	tents,	both	in	the	sick	and	healthy	grounds.	Within	the	hospital	enclosure,	a	number	of	convalescents	occupied	“round	bell	tents,	with	a	pole	in	the	centre”	(Street	et	al.	1882,	38),	away	from	the	more	acute	patients	in	the	hospital	wards.	Similarly,	in	the	healthy	ground,	further	tents	housed	a	number	of	Chinese	detainees	as	well	as	a	Constable	Cook,	who	was	“to	see	that	they	did	not	escape	and	mix	with	the	other	people”	(Street	et	al.	1882,	24)	–	an	early	foreshadowing	of	the	racially-based	accommodation	that	will	be	discussed	in	the	context	of	the	third	vignette.		Given	that	a	number	of	accommodation	buildings	sat	empty	throughout	the	1881	smallpox	quarantine,	the	tents	do	not	appear	to	have	been	erected	primarily	to	combat	overcrowding.	Rather,	the	use	of	tents	is	indicative	of	a	desire	to	classify	and	segregate	the	quarantine	population	in	ways	that	were	not	previously	accounted	for.	Much	like	the	hospital	ship,	the	tents	are	largely	absent	from	maps	and	plans	of	the	Quarantine	Station	–	an	exception	is,	again,	the	plan	from	the	Australasian	Sanitary	Conference	of	1884	(Figure	4.15),	which	indicates	a	number	of	‘platforms	for	tents’	downhill	from	the	barrack	accommodation	(Figure	4.20).	Tents	played	an	important	role	in	managing	the	presence	of	different	populations	within	the	quarantine	landscape,	and	yet	from	an	archaeological	perspective,	the	tents	are	most	notable	within	the	contemporary	landscape	for	their	absence.	One	of	the	most	notable,	and	I	argue	defining,	features	of	the	landscape	which	had	begun	to	proliferate	by	1881	were	the	fences	which	dissected	the	landscape	at	key	points.	The	quarantine	landscape	of	1881	was	not	bounded	by	a	fence,	although	this	was	a	recommendation	of	the	subsequent	Royal	Commission,	which	called	for	a	fence	“to	prevent	pedestrians	from	Manly	Beach	from	straying	in	ignorance	on	to	it”	(Street	et	al.	1882,	53)	–	a	pertinent	reminder	that	the	location	of	the	Quarantine	Station,	previously	isolated	from	the	settlement	of	Sydney,	was	increasingly	populated.	What	is	prominent	on	the	plans	from	the	1870s	and	1880s	is	not	so	much	the	external	boundaries	of	the	Quarantine	Station,	but	rather	the	internal	boundaries,	in	the	form	of	fences	that	had	begun	to	define	and	divide	the	quarantine	landscape	into	a	number	of	discrete	spaces,	perhaps	indicating	a	shift	in	focus	from	external	exclusion	to	internal	differentiation	and	segregation.	
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	Figure	4.20	Tents	downhill	from	the	barracks	in	use	by	soldiers	from	the	New	South	Wales	Contingent,	who	were	quarantined	at	North	Head	for	typhoid	fever	in	1885	upon	their	return	from	Sudan	(Source:	State	Library	of	NSW	PXE	1456).	During	the	1881	smallpox	quarantine,	four	key	areas	were	fenced	off	from	the	broader	quarantine	landscape	–	the	hospital,	the	cabin	accommodation	for	first	class	passengers,	the	(second)	cemetery,	and	the	superintendent’s	quarters.	It	is	interesting	to	note	that	the	former	two	areas	were	referred	to	as	the	‘hospital	enclosure’	and	‘cabin	enclosure’	respectively	(Figure	4.15).	This	choice	of	nomenclature	is	suggestive	of	the	extent	to	which	the	‘fenced-in’	nature	of	these	spaces	was	understood	as	a	defining	characteristic	by	those	both	enclosed	and	excluded	by	the	surrounding	fences.	The	fence	enclosing	the	hospital	buildings	is	perhaps	the	most	straightforward	to	interpret,	acting	to	separate	the	sick	from	the	healthy	and	thus	prevent	the	spread	of	disease	beyond	its	limits	(Figure	4.21).	The	terminology	of	‘enclosure’	particularly	evokes	notions	of	‘keeping	in’,	and	certainly	the	fence	was	intended	to	keep	in	disease,	however	the	people	carrying	that	disease	were	often	constrained	by	infirmity	as	much	as	by	any	material	barrier.	The	fence	therefore	simultaneously	acted	to	‘keep	out’	the	friends	and	family	of	the	sick,	to	prevent	them	from	contracting	disease	in	an	attempt	to	visit	with	their	loved	ones.	In	the	particular	case	of	the	1881	smallpox	quarantine,	as	revealed	by	testimony	to	the	Royal	Commission,	the	fence	around	the	hospital	also	acted	to	‘keep	in’	the	doctor	in	charge	of	the	hospital,	whose	presence	at	the	quarantine	station	was	not	voluntary	but	rather	a	result	of	duress	(Street	et	al.	1882).	
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	Figure	4.21	Remnant	post	and	rail	from	a	fence	in	the	vicinity	of	the	hospital	ground	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	While	the	fence	enclosing	the	hospital	separated	the	sick	from	the	healthy,	other	fences	created	divisions	within	the	healthy	ground	itself.	The	fence	surrounding	the	cemetery	can	be	seen	as	an	attempt	to	reinstate	and	reinforce	the	division	between	sick	and	healthy	spaces	that	the	“infected”	burial	ground	was	seen	to	violate.	This	raises	a	question,	however.	If	the	fences	were	a	means	of	restricting	contact	with	disease,	what	is	the	significance	of	fences	around	the	superintendent’s	quarters	and	first	class	accommodation,	which	bisect	spaces	that	were	supposedly	healthy	both	inside	and	outside	of	their	enclosure?		In	the	case	of	the	superintendent’s	quarters,	the	enclosing	fence	can	be	understood	as	a	gesture	towards	privacy	and	domesticity	(Figure	4.22).	The	fence	created	a	yard	within	which	the	family	of	superintendent	John	Carroll	could	grow	vegetables	and	keep	fowl	(Foley	1995,	46),	allowing	them	to	establish	a	private,	domestic	space	for	their	family	distinct	from	the	quarantine	going	on	around	them.	Interestingly,	testimony	from	the	Royal	Commission	suggests	that	Station	regulations	precluded	Carroll	from	going	“inside	the	boundaries	of	the	Quarantine	ground”	(Street	et	al.	1882,	12,	presumably	
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referring	to	the	sick	ground	as	opposed	to	the	Quarantine	Station	in	its	entirety).	Even	for	the	superintendent,	movement	throughout	the	quarantine	landscape	was	regulated	and	controlled	and	there	were	areas	that	were	inaccessible.	
	Figure	4.22	The	extant	superintendent’s	quarters	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	A	six	foot	(two	metre)	high	wooden	paling	fence	also	surrounded	the	first	class	accommodation,	or	cabin	enclosure	(Figure	4.23),	but	notably,	no	such	fence	accompanied	the	barrack-style	accommodation	which	also	lay	within	the	healthy	ground,	but	was	now	reserved	for	the	lower	classes	(Figure	4.15).	The	division	of	these	groups	was	intended	to	be	commensurate	with	their	class	aboard	ship	(Salmon	1907,	15),	but	their	spatial	separation,	enforced	by	a	fence,	cannot	be	solely	explained	by	a	concern	with	social	hierarchy.	Rather,	these	divisions	were	enacted	at	a	time	when	“cleanliness	and	social	acceptability	became	ever	more	intertwined”	(Coleman	2016,	730).	The	poor	were	“constituted	as	sanitary	problems,	as	sites	for	the	breeding	of	disease	and	contagion	that	continually	threatened	to	spill	out	into	other,	respectably	‘clean’	groups	in	society”	(Lupton	1995,	34).		Perceived	links	between	poverty	and	cleanliness	were	both	reflected	and	perpetuated	by	the	accommodation	provided	to	different	classes	in	quarantine.	The	older	barrack-style	accommodation	meant	that	the	lower	classes	were	housed	in	large	communal	spaces,	prone	to	overcrowding	and	with	little	privacy	beyond	that	afforded	by	hanging	blankets	and	sheets,	rendering	it	difficult	to	achieve	good	hygiene	or	effective	
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ventilation.	By	contrast,	the	first-class	bungalow-style	accommodation	provided	private	rooms,	access	to	communal	leisure	spaces,	good	ventilation,	and	direct	access	from	each	room	to	the	verandah.	Poverty	was	understood	as	“no	longer	simply	the	source	of	a	moral	contagion	but	both	the	cause	and	effect	of	disease”	(Dean	1991,	206),	and	this	became	a	self-fulfilling	prophecy.	While	they	had	not	been	diagnosed	with	a	quarantinable	disease	–	hence	their	location	in	the	healthy	ground	–	the	lower	classes	were	still	viewed	as	more	“susceptible	to	contagion”	(Lupton	1995,	35)	because	of	their	lifestyles	and	living	conditions.	The	lower	quality	accommodation	they	were	provided	made	this	poor	sanitation	an	inevitability.	The	fence	that	surrounded	the	first	class	accommodation	was	therefore	a	way	of	maintaining	and	reinforcing	a	distinction	that	was	as	much	about	health	and	hygiene	as	it	was	social	status.	
	Figure	4.23	First	class	accommodation	enclosed	by	wooden	paling	fences	in	1903.	Also	note	the	single	extant	stone	boundary	marker	in	the	foreground	(Source:	“Unknown	Sydney:-	The	Quarantine	Station”	1903).	The	quarantine	landscape	of	1881	was	characterised	by	an	increasing	preoccupation	with	the	creation	and	maintenance	of	internal	divisions	between	the	various	populations	in	quarantine,	materially	expressed	through	the	proliferation	of	fences	and	forms	of	accommodation.	Whereas	the	previous	distinctions	were	made	explicitly	on	the	basis	of	health,	these	new	divisions	entangled	health	with	class	and	morality.	The	bounded	spaces	of	quarantine	restricted	people’s	mobility	in	a	way	that	simultaneously	limited	unwanted	social	intercourse	across	classes	and	spatially	separated	those	who	were	expected	to	maintain	different	standards	of	hygiene.	In	this	way,	the	development	of	new	modes	of	accommodation	at	this	time,	and	their	reinforcement	through	the	use	of	fences,	represents	a	further	way	in	which	disease	was	made	material	throughout	the	quarantine	landscape.	
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4.5 Vignette	3	–	Pneumonic	influenza	pandemic,	1919	
	Figure	4.24	Plan	of	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	during	the	pneumonic	influenza	pandemic,	1919	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	As	the	global	influenza	pandemic	spread	beyond	Europe	to	the	Americas,	Africa,	Asia,	and	neighbouring	New	Zealand,	quarantine	procedures	were	pre-emptively	introduced	at	all	Australian	ports	in	October	of	1918	(McCracken	and	Curson	2003,	110).	Once	the	disease	breached	Australia’s	borders	in	1919,	this	was	followed	by	the	quarantine	of	
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both	local	residents	and	soldiers,	for	whom	it	was	an	unwelcome	delay	to	their	return	from	the	First	World	War.	For	those	confined	to	North	Head,	both	the	landscape	and	the	administration	of	the	Quarantine	Station	were	significantly	altered	from	what	they	would	have	encountered	in	1881.		Now	under	Federal	control,	the	Station	had	undergone	extensive	modifications	and	modernisations	in	the	preceding	decade,	expanding	accommodation	to	1130	beds	(“Federal	Quarantine”	1912).	A	manual	for	the	Federal	Quarantine	Service	uses	the	refurbished	North	Head	as	a	model	for	quarantine	practice	throughout	Australia	(Cumpston,	Elkington,	and	Robertson	1919),	suggesting	that	the	Station’s	redevelopment	“was	in	part	a	trial	of	the	new	Australian	quarantine	system”	(Paul	Davies	Pty	Ltd	2001,	vol.	2,	5).	The	resultant	landscape	of	1918–1919	is	unsurprisingly	both	the	most	intact	of	the	three	vignettes	within	the	contemporary	landscape,	and	also	the	most	extensively	documented.		One	of	the	most	radical	additions	to	the	landscape	by	1919	was	the	wharf	precinct,	which	demonstrates	both	technological	advances	and	changing	understandings	of	disease.	What	was	previously	little	more	than	a	landing	site	was	now	an	extensive	complex	of	buildings	and	structures	designed	to	disinfect	both	people	and	cargo.	These	structures	included	a	waiting	room	and	luggage	sheds,	boiler	house,	autoclaves,	laundry,	and	inhalation/formalin	chambers	(Figure	4.25).	Figure	4.26	illustrates	the	procedures	through	which	people	and	their	belongings	were	assessed,	classified,	disinfected,	and	then	distributed	throughout	the	landscape.		Shower	facilities,	like	the	accommodation	that	awaited	them,	were	divided	on	the	basis	of	class	(Figure	4.27),	and	their	use	was	enforced	through	peep	holes	to	ensure	that	bathers	were	immersed	under	the	water	(to	which	a	disinfecting	solution	had	been	added)	and	utilised	the	carbolic	soap	provided	(Paul	Davies	Pty	Ltd	2001,	vol.	2).	Meanwhile,	passengers’	clothes	and	luggage	were	fumigated	in	the	autoclaves	(Figure	4.28).		During	the	influenza	pandemic,	further	disinfection	–	this	time	of	the	throat	and	airways	–	was	required	prior	to	release.	Patients	were	required	to	enter	the	inhalation	chamber	twice	daily	over	three	days,	and	inhale	high-pressure	steam	created	from	a	1%	zinc	sulphate	solution	(Foley	1995,	112;	Paul	Davies	Pty	Ltd	2001,	vol.	2).	These	various	processes	of	disinfection	can	be	understood	as	an	attempt	to	speed	up	the	time	that	had	previously	been	integral	to	the	practice	of	quarantine.	The	newly	developed	wharf	precinct	was	a	materialisation	of	the	process	of	cleansing	that	assessed	people’s	fitness	for	entering	broader	society,	and	the	starting	point	for	the	organisation	and	segregation	of	the	Quarantine	Station’s	various	populations.	
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	Figure	4.25	Major	structures	present	in	the	wharf	precinct	by	1919.	The	disinfection	block	includes	the	autoclaves	and	inhalation/formalin	chamber	(Source:	Cumpston,	Elkington,	and	Robertson	1919,	128).	
	Figure	4.26	Assessment,	processing	and	disinfection	procedures	in	place	at	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	by	1919	(Source:	redrawn	from	Peter	Freeman	Pty	Ltd	2000,	117).	
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	Figure	4.27	Inside	the	third	class	bath	house	(Source:	Cumpston,	Elkington,	and	Robertson	1919,	140).	
	Figure	4.28	Disinfected	side	of	the	autoclaves	for	clothing,	luggage,	and	other	goods	(Source:	Cumpston,	Elkington,	and	Robertson	1919,	132).	
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In	addition,	the	wharf	precinct	was	the	point	at	which	both	people	and	goods	were	distributed	throughout	the	rest	of	the	landscape	of	quarantine.	By	1919,	the	wharf	area	was	crisscrossed	by	tracks	that	led	from	the	wharf	itself,	through	the	various	layers	of	disinfection,	and	to	a	funicular	railway	which	transported	luggage,	disinfected	laundry	and	other	supplies	from	the	wharf	up	the	steep	incline	to	the	first	class	accommodation.	From	there,	a	locomotive	carried	them	the	rest	of	the	way	to	the	healthy	barracks	(Figure	4.29).	All	Australian	quarantine	stations	used	the	same	gauge	of	railway,	in	a	very	tangible	reflection	of	the	federalisation	and	subsequent	standardisation	of	the	quarantine	system	(Elkington	1919,	154).	One	soldier	quarantined	in	late	1918	recalled	that	there	was	also	a	pulley	which	carried	food	and	other	supplies	from	the	wharf	up	to	the	hospital	(Foley	1995,	111–112).	While	the	steep	ridges	of	North	Head	were	useful	for	maintaining	the	segregation	of	the	landscape,	they	could	also	pose	logistical	problems.	The	installation	of	the	funicular	and	other	methods	of	transport	were	a	major	improvement	to	the	Station’s	infrastructure,	which	previously	relied	on	draught	horses.	
	Figure	4.29	Locomotive	for	hauling	luggage	and	stores	(Source:	Cumpston,	Elkington,	and	Robertson	1919,	154).	Beyond	the	wharf,	the	rest	of	the	quarantine	landscape	had	also	become	significantly	more	complex.	Just	as	the	1881	landscape	complicated	the	sick/healthy	dichotomy	that	governed	the	site,	by	1919	new	divisions	had	been	made	in	each	of	the	three	main	zones	of	accommodation	–	hospital,	cabin	enclosure,	and	barracks	–	on	the	basis	of	disease	status,	class,	and	race,	respectively.	The	cabin	enclosure,	previously	consisting	of	a	
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kitchen	and	four	accommodations	buildings,	now	also	included	a	grand	dining	room,	flanked	on	either	side	by	a	men’s	smoking	room	(Figure	4.30)	and	women’s	sitting	and	sewing	room	(Figure	4.31),	reinforcing	the	gendering	of	space	within	the	Station.	The	buildings	were	connected	by	way	of	verandahs	and	covered	walkways,	which	provided	a	pleasant	location	for	internees	to	relax,	but	also	served	a	health	purpose,	in	accordance	with	recommendations	that	“as	far	as	possible,	the	people	be	encouraged	during	the	course	of	the	epidemic	to	take	all	possible	advantage	of	fresh	air	as	a	means	of	increasing	the	natural	resistance	to	infection,	and	of	lessening	the	risk	of	infection”(“Everyone	Shall	Wear	A	Mask”	1919).	Other	entertainment	provided	in	first	class	included	a	croquet	lawn	and	tennis	court	(Figure	4.32),	and	the	central	street	running	through	the	complex	of	buildings	was	also	used	for	games	including	cricket,	quoits,	and	a	game	involving	potatoes	and	enamel	buckets.	These	provisions	for	leisure	and	entertainment	suggest	new	ways	of	thinking	about	time	as	a	component	of	quarantine,	and	appropriate	or	gainful	ways	of	employing	it.	
	Figure	4.30	Men’s	smoking	room	circa	1919	(Source:	Cumpston,	Elkington,	and	Robertson	1919,	145).	
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	Figure	4.31	Ladies’	sitting	room	circa	1919	(Source:	Cumpston,	Elkington,	and	Robertson	1919,	144).	
	Figure	4.32	First	class	accommodation	enclosed	by	fences,	with	tennis	court	in	the	bottom	right,	circa	1940s	(Source:	Paul	Davies	Pty	Ltd	2001,	vol.	1,	section	3).	
	Figure	4.33	Detainees	play	badminton	in	the	first	class	precinct	circa	1920s	(Source:	Paul	Davies	Pty	Ltd	2001,	vol.	1,	section	4).	
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An	additional	group	of	buildings,	consisting	of	two	passengers’	quarters	and	a	combination	kitchen	and	dining	building,	was	now	present	to	the	north	of	the	first	class	precinct.	Initially	constructed	in	1900	in	response	to	a	plague	epidemic	(“The	Bubonic	Plague”	1900a),	by	1919	the	buildings	acted	as	second	class	accommodation,	further	adding	to	the	class-based	segregation	and	stratification	of	the	population	of	the	healthy	ground.	The	first	and	second	class	accommodation	were	delineated	by	a	‘neutral	zone’	formed	by	two	parallel	wooden	paling	fences	(Figure	4.34),	in	a	further	example	of	the	control	of	movement	and	space	even	with	the	healthy	ground.	
	Figure	4.34	Detail	of	a	plan	of	North	Head	from	1898,	showing	the	‘neutral	zone’	between	first	and	second	class	accommodation	(Source:	Paul	Davies	Pty	Ltd	2001,	vol.	3).	Despite	the	expansion	of	accommodation	at	North	Head	in	the	preceding	years,	the	unprecedented	scale	of	the	quarantine	prompted	by	the	influenza	pandemic	meant	that	facilities	were	still	vastly	inadequate.	By	early	January	of	1919,	“some	2500	people	were	quarantined	at	North	Head,	most	in	tents”	(Foley	1995,	112)	(Figure	4.35&Figure	4.36).	This	was	not	the	first	use	of	tents	at	the	Station,	but	it	was	by	far	the	most	widespread.	The	influenza	pandemic	saw	tents	become	standard	–	and	standardised	–	as	a	form	of	accommodation	at	Federal	quarantine	station	(Cumpston,	Elkington,	and	Robertson	1919),	and	yet	this	is	one	form	of	accommodation	that	is	not	visible	within	the	contemporary	landscape,	but	rather	recorded	in	oral	testimony	and	photographs.	
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	Figure	4.35	Tents	in	use	within	the	first	class	enclosure	(Source:	NAA:	C535,	5A).	
	Figure	4.36	Tents	in	use	within	the	first	class	enclosure	(Source:	NAA:	C535,	5H).	
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With	the	expansion	and	division	of	the	cabin	enclosure	into	first	and	second	class	quarters,	the	barracks	were	now	designated	as	third	class	accommodation.	The	latter	occupied	the	same	space	in	the	landscape	as	they	had	since	1838,	however	the	buildings	themselves	had	by	1919	largely	been	replaced,	and	a	new	third	class	dining	room	and	kitchen	was	constructed	in	1914	(Figure	4.37).	More	staff	were	also	living	permanently	onsite	by	this	stage,	and	new	administrative	buildings	and	staff	cottages	had	been	constructed	to	accommodate	them.	A	number	of	these	were	located	along	the	road	between	first	and	second	class,	and	adjacent	to	the	gate	of	the	first	class	enclosure.	The	location	of	these	buildings	allowed	staff	to	further	monitor	and	restrict	the	movement	between	these	two	precincts.	
	Figure	4.37	Third	class	barracks,	with	kitchen	and	dining	room	to	the	right,	circa	1919.	The	roof	of	the	Asiatic	accommodation	is	visible	to	the	far	right	(Source:	NAA	AA1969/147,	B1	[5]).	The	major	change	to	the	third	class	precinct	since	1881	was	the	addition	of	the	so-called	‘Asiatic’	accommodation	and	facilities,	which	had	been	requested	by	the	Steamship	Owners’	Association	as	early	as	1882	(Foley	1995,	81;	C.	P.	Kelleher	2014,	43).	Constructed	in	1902,	the	accommodation	consisted	of	a	long	building	divided	into	three	open-plan	dormitories,	with	a	verandah	encircling	the	building.	The	dormitories	contained	double	bunks	(Figure	4.38)	with	a	long	table	in	the	middle	of	the	room,	suggesting	that	they	were	used	for	living,	recreation,	and	possibly	dining,	in	addition	to	sleeping	(Paul	Davies	Pty	Ltd	2001,	vol.	4)	–	a	stark	contrast	to	the	dedicated	spaces	provided	for	first	class	passengers.	This	building	was	accompanied	by	an	outdoor	latrine,	shelter	shed,	and	open	kitchen	(Figure	4.39),	again	indicating	very	different	standards	of	accommodation	even	in	comparison	to	third	class.		The	Asiatic	accommodation	is	another	example	of	the	ways	in	which	ideas	about	disease,	morality,	hygiene,	class,	and	race	become	intertwined	within	the	quarantine	landscape.	The	buildings	were	constructed	just	a	year	after	the	implementation	of	the	
Immigration	(Restriction)	Act	1901,	which	initiated	the	‘White	Australia’	policy,	and	Bashford	(Bashford	1998,	393)	has	discussed	the	ways	in	which	quarantine	was	implicated	in	the	imagining	of	Australia	as	“new,	pure,	healthy	and	white”	in	contrast	to	“dirty,	diseased”	Asia.	The	construction	of	the	Asiatic	accommodation	reinforced,	
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formalised	and	materialised	these	links	between	race	and	disease,	adding	a	new	layer	to	the	stratification	and	spatial	division	of	the	quarantine	landscape.	
	Figure	4.38	Interior	of	the	Asiatic	accommodation	block	(Source:	“Quarantine	Is	Like	This”	1951).	
	Figure	4.39	Open	kitchen	and	shelter	shed	adjacent	to	the	Asiatic	accommodation	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	
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Further	stratification	had	also	been	introduced	to	the	sick	ground,	which	by	1919	included	an	isolation	precinct	in	addition	to	the	hospital.	The	isolation	block,	constructed	in	1912,	was	an	intermediary,	transitory	space	between	the	hospital	and	healthy	ground,	accommodating	people	suspected	of	infection	but	not	yet	definitively	diagnosed.	The	block	consisted	of	a	kitchen	and	four	wards,	linked	by	a	covered	walkway	(Figure	4.40)	and	allowing	for	the	categorisation	of	patients	depending	on	whether	they	were	suspected	of	being	a	carrier	or	being	in	the	incubation	stage	of	disease.	The	isolation	block	was	located	uphill	from	the	hospital,	spatially	delineating	the	two,	and	this	delineation	was	maintained	by	means	of	a	fence	(Figure	4.41),	and	by	the	positioning	of	staff	accommodation	at	the	gates	and	overlooking	the	paths	that	linked	isolation	to	both	the	hospital	and	healthy	ground	(Figure	4.42).	
	Figure	4.40	Covered	walkways	connecting	the	isolation	wards	and	kitchen	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	
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	Figure	4.41	Gate	in	fence	between	isolation	and	hospital	precincts.	Its	functional	significance	ceased	in	1984,	yet	this	fence	remains	a	tangible	referent	to	the	preceding	structure	erected	in	1912	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	
	Figure	4.42	Remains	of	staff	cottage	adjacent	to	path	between	isolation	and	hospital	precincts	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	
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The	hospital,	while	still	occupying	the	same	position	within	the	landscape,	had	by	1919	been	radically	transformed,	the	earlier	structures	replaced	with	a	series	of	connected	buildings	that	created	a	far	more	structured	system	of	treatment	and	care.	The	precinct	included	two	hospital	wards,	constructed	in	1883	(Figure	4.43)	and	1914,	attached	to	a	complex	for	doctors	and	nurses.	The	latter	were	separated	from	the	wards	by	means	of	a	wooden	paling	and	barbed	wire	fence	(Figure	4.44).	Although	the	original	fence	has	been	removed,	it	has	been	partially	replaced	by	a	chain	link	fence	that	maintains	the	separation	between	spaces	demarcated	for	patients	and	for	staff	(Figure	4.45).	
	Figure	4.43	Replica	of	the	1883	hospital	ward.	The	original	was	destroyed	by	fire	in	2002	and	subsequently	replaced	with	this	building,	which	follows	the	specifications	of	the	original	as	far	as	possible	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	
	Figure	4.44	Fence	bisecting	the	staff	change	block,	separating	the	administrative	building	on	the	left	from	the	hospital	to	the	right	(N.B.	this	is	the	hospital,	and	not	isolation,	despite	the	misleading	label)	(Source:	Cumpston,	Elkington,	and	Robertson	1919,	124).	
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	Figure	4.45	The	1919	wooden	paling	and	barbed	wire	fence	has	been	replaced	by	a	chain	link	fence,	which	maintains	the	delineation	between	staff	and	patient	spaces	within	the	hospital	precinct	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	On	the	opposite	side	of	the	fence,	also	built	in	around	1912,	lay	living	quarters	for	the	medical	staff	assigned	to	the	hospital,	as	well	as	a	kitchen	that	serviced	both	staff	and	patients.	Although	medical	staff	shared	a	cottage,	it	was	designed	in	such	a	way	as	to	prevent	all	contact	between	nurses	and	doctors	within	their	living	quarters	(Figure	4.46).	The	cottage	is	a	further	example	of	the	ways	in	which	the	populations	of	the	Quarantine	Station	were	internally	segregated	and	differentiated,	the	architecture	of	the	cottage	both	ensuring	the	separation	of	the	genders	and,	concurrently,	maintaining	the	status	distinction	between	their	two	professions.	
	Figure	4.46	Plan	of	the	administrative	section	of	the	hospital	precinct.	The	dividing	fence	bisected	the	change	block	to	the	right	(Source:	Cumpston,	Elkington,	and	Robertson	1919,	126).	
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Occupying	the	space	between	the	staff	and	patient	accommodations	was	a	changing	block	which	disrupted	the	dividing	fence	(Figure	4.44),	clearly	marking	the	building	as	a	transitional	point	between	the	hospital	itself	and	its	administration.	The	changing	block	contained	a	bathroom	with	disrobing	room	on	one	side	and	dressing	room	on	the	other,	allowing	nurses	and	doctors	to	bathe	and	change	their	clothes	after	visiting	the	wards	(Figure	4.46).	The	block	also	contained	a	servery,	where	kitchen	staff	could	leave	prepared	food	to	be	taken	into	the	wards,	preventing	them	from	coming	into	direct	contact	with	patients.	Whereas	previously	the	hospital	area	as	a	whole	was	considered	diseased,	the	changing	block	and	the	fence	flanking	it	highlight	how	by	1919	the	hospital	precinct	contained	both	‘clean’	and	‘unclean’	spaces,	which	some	people	could	move	between	while	others	were	confined	to	their	respective	sides.	Although	the	1919	landscape	maintained	the	spatial	separation	of	the	sick	ground,	there	was	now	a	range	of	distinctions	made	within	that	space	–	between	staff	and	patients,	between	men	and	women,	between	doctors	and	nurses,	and	between	suspected	and	confirmed	cases	of	disease.	The	hospital	complex	is	indicative	of	the	structured	processes	that	had	come	to	characterise	quarantine	by	the	early	twentieth	century,	and	the	extent	to	which	federalisation	of	the	quarantine	system	had	brought	about	a	national	standardisation	of	quarantine	architecture	and	processes.	The	final	major	change	to	the	landscape	relates	to	the	diagnosis	of	disease	and	management	of	death.	Constructed	in	1916,	the	mortuary	and	attached	laboratory	sat	just	outside	the	gates	of	the	hospital	and	isolation	precinct	(Paul	Davies	Pty	Ltd	2001,	vol.	5),	and	is	indicative	of	major	changes	in	both	medical	technologies	and	understandings	of	disease	with	the	advent	of	germ	theory.	Unlike	the	accommodation	buildings	at	North	Head,	which	were	predominantly	timber,	the	building	that	housed	the	mortuary	and	laboratory	was	constructed	from	brick	and	concrete	(Figure	4.47),	reflecting	the	need	for	cleanable	surfaces.	The	mortuary	was	used	for	conducting	autopsies	on	people	who	had	died	at	the	site	(Figure	4.48).	Beyond	it,	the	laboratory	was	equipped	with	equipment	including	autoclaves,	a	steriliser,	and	an	incubator,	allowing	for	bacteriological	investigations	that	could	determine	diseases	not	identifiable	through	standard	medical	examinations	(Foley	1995,	119–120)	(Figure	4.49).	Together,	the	mortuary	and	laboratory	enabled	disease	to	be	made	visible	at	the	site,	in	both	the	living	and	the	dead,	in	ways	that	had	not	previously	been	possible	(as	will	be	discussed	further	in	Chapter	6).	
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	Figure	4.47	Exterior	of	the	mortuary	and	laboratory	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	
	Figure	4.48	Interior	of	the	mortuary	(Source:	Cumpston,	Elkington,	and	Robertson	1919,	168).	
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	Figure	4.49	Interior	of	the	laboratory	(Source:	Cumpston,	Elkington,	and	Robertson	1919,	168).	The	cemetery	had	been	relocated	yet	again,	this	time	to	a	significant	distance	from	any	of	the	Quarantine	Station’s	accommodation	(Figure	4.24&Figure	4.50).	While	generally	much	more	suitable,	this	location	meant	that	the	burial	ground	was	also	significantly	further	from	the	hospital	and	mortuary,	necessitating	the	transportation	of	the	dead	through	the	healthy	ground	for	burial.	
	Figure	4.50	The	third	burial	ground,	looking	towards	South	Head	and	the	Pacific	Ocean	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	
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While	the	material	fabric	of	the	Station	had	changed	quite	drastically	since	1838,	the	landscape	of	1919	is	best	understood	as	a	continuation	and	extrapolation	of	that	which	was	established	almost	a	century	prior,	rather	than	a	divergence	from	it.	The	original	dichotomy	between	sick	and	healthy	had	been	maintained,	but	complicated	by	greater	stratification	and	segregation	of	populations	on	the	basis	of	health,	gender,	class	and	race.	This	was	accompanied	by	the	development	of	more	complex	and	structured	procedures	for	the	evaluation,	processing,	and	detention	of	people	in	quarantine	(Figure	4.51).	Although	time	and	space	were	still	central	to	the	practice	of	quarantine,	many	of	the	new	procedures	introduced	attempted	to	reduce	the	time	that	was	required.	
	Figure	4.51	Diagram	of	arrangements	for	a	fully-equipped	quarantine	station	(Source:	Cumpston,	Elkington,	and	Robertson	1919,	116).	
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4.6 The	Accreted	Quarantine	Landscape	
	Figure	4.52	The	contemporary	landscape	of	North	Head	(Source:	“SIX	Maps”	2017).	Having	explored	the	quarantine	landscape	diachronically,	I	now	return	briefly	to	the	contemporary	landscape	(Figure	4.52)	to	consider	“the	present	and	the	spaces	in	which	the	past	intervenes	within	it”	(R.	Harrison	2011,	154).	Quarantine	is	often	understood	primarily	in	terms	of	its	external	spatial	delineation,	as	a	boundary	between	the	potentially	diseased	people	within	the	quarantine	ground	and	the	healthy	people	beyond,	and	protected	by,	its	borders.	However,	the	vignettes	presented	here	demonstrate	that	the	quarantine	landscape	is	also	typified	by	a	complex	layering	of	
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internal	spatial	ordering.	The	landscape	of	North	Head	was	not	an	undefined	‘diseased’	space,	but	rather	was	segregated	on	the	basis	of	health,	gender,	class,	and	race.	This	classification	of	people	was	achieved	spatially,	and	was	enforced	and	maintained	through	a	combination	of	natural	topography,	surveillance	through	the	positioning	of	administrative	buildings,	and	the	use	of	constructed	barriers	such	as	fences.	People	were	placed	into	quarantine	because	they	were	understood	as	vectors	of	disease,	and	their	positioning	within	the	landscape	should	therefore	also	be	understood	as	a	positioning	of	the	disease	they	represented.	In	his	study	of	Mormon	fences,	Leone	(2010,	115)	has	argued	that	the	fences	are	not	only	passive	products,	but	causative	agents;	we	should	ask	not	just	what	we	can	learn	about	the	practice	of	quarantine	from	fences,	but	also	what	those	fences	enable,	and	what	they	do	to	the	practice	of	quarantine.The	spatial	distribution	of	the	North	Head	landscape,	and	the	fences	that	enforced	it,	replicated	the	classifications	of	people	aboard	ship,	but	also	linked	those	classifications	to	the	presence	of	disease,	and	to	the	assessment	of	people	as	suitable	citizens.	Through	its	social	and	spatial	stratification,	the	quarantine	landscape	both	reflected	and	produced	entanglements	between	health,	morality,	class,	and	race.	This	spatial	ordering	has	persisted	within	the	landscape	of	North	Head,	even	as	some	of	the	buildings	and	structures	that	they	manifested	in	have	been	replaced	or	demolished.	The	removal	of	most	of	the	fences,	however,	means	much	of	the	sense	of	segregation	has	been	lost.	Continuity	of	use	can	be	seen	not	only	throughout	the	quarantine	period,	but	through	to	the	present,	where	the	different	classes	of	accommodation	persist	in	modern	hotel	usage	of	the	site,	albeit	coded	in	different	ways.		The	two	spaces	that	are	not	utilised	as	hotel	accommodation	are	the	hospital	wards	and	Asiatic	barracks;	this	is	largely	because	of	their	historic	significance	and	sensitivity,	but	it	is	notable	that	these	were	also	the	least	desirable	accommodation	for	people	in	quarantine.	The	transport	systems	are	another	example	of	adapted	continuity	of	use;	while	tracks	remain	embedded	in	the	wharf	area,	the	funicular	and	locomotive	have	been	removed,	but	they	have	been	replaced	with	a	stairway	and	walking	track	that	continue	to	distribute	people	throughout	the	landscape	(Figure	4.53).	
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	Figure	4.53	View	down	the	funicular	stairway	to	the	wharf	precinct.	The	hospital	can	be	seen	at	top	left	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	Other	absences	within	the	contemporary	landscape	are	a	result	of	inherently	temporary	and	ephemeral	aspects	of	quarantine,	in	particular	forms	of	accommodation	such	as	tents	and	hulk	ships.	As	argued	in	North	Head’s	conservation	management	plan(Paul	Davies	Pty	Ltd	2001,	vol.	1,	104-105),	“these	are	not	landscapes	removed	by	later	development	or	ones	that	deteriorated	over	time,	but	ones	where	removal	or	impermanence	was	always	intended.”	Although	there	are	many	aspects	of	the	landscape	which	have	endured,	it	was	also	a	highly	dynamic	space	which	by	nature	had	to	regularly	respond	to	fluctuating	populations	and	changing	circumstances.	The	bodies	of	those	who	died	in	quarantine	might	be	expected	to	be	one	of	the	more	permanent	aspects	of	the	landscape,	and	yet	they	have	been	rendered	largely	invisible,	despite	the	bodies	themselves	remaining	in	situ.	With	the	exception	of	a	solitary	headstone	fragment	hidden	in	the	scrub,	all	markers	have	been	removed	from	the	first	burial	ground.	A	single	headstone	is	maintained	at	the	second	burial	ground	(Figure	4.54),	and	wooden	grave	markers	are	increasingly	re-emerging	from	the	bush	(Figure	4.55),	but	the	space	is	technically	off-limits	to	visitors.	The	third	cemetery	is	more	intact,	but	the	spatial	distance	that	made	its	location	safer	and	healthier	than	its	predecessors	has	effectively	divorced	it	from	the	rest	of	the	contemporary	quarantine	landscape.	
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	Figure	4.54	Remaining	headstone	in	the	second	burial	ground	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	
	Figure	4.55	Wooden	grave	marker	in	the	second	burial	ground	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	
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A	significant	presence	within	the	contemporary	landscape,	but	which	cannot	be	linked	to	any	one	historical	moment,	are	the	concentrated	rubbish	dumps	and	more	general	surface	scatter	of	glass	and	ceramic	sherds	which	proliferate	around	the	site.	These	include	artefacts	from	the	nineteenth	century,	but	also	continue	to	accrue	in	the	present	(albeit	with	bottles	of	beer	now	drunk	in	celebration	rather	than	for	medicinal	purposes).	The	accumulation	of	this	surface	scatter,	amassed	over	time	rather	than	arising	at	a	particular	moment,	is	perhaps	emblematic	of	the	nature	of	the	quarantine	landscape	more	generally.	The	contemporary	landscape	of	quarantine	can	be	understood	as	an	accreted	landscape,	in	which	multiple	pasts	are	collapsed	into	and	intervene	within	the	present.	With	the	exception	of	the	solitary	boundary	cairn,	there	is	no	longer	an	identifiable	trace	of	the	structures	that	were	encountered	by	the	passengers	of	the	Amelia	Thompson	in	1838.	Yet	the	landscape	they	were	situated	within	has	endured	through	the	establishment	of	the	spatial	dichotomy	between	the	sick	and	healthy.	Although	this	was	given	greater	complexity	over	time,	it	has	persisted	as	the	primary	ordering	principle,	giving	disease	a	physical	and	spatial	presence	within	the	quarantine	landscape.	In	Chapter	2	I	argued	that	quarantine	can	be	understood	as	having	a	dual	meaning,	as	practice	and	as	place,	but	here	we	see	that	those	meanings	are	inextricably	intertwined.	The	place	and	the	practice	of	quarantine	mutually	constitute	and	create	each	other,	with	the	landscape	used	as	a	tool	to	locate,	restrict,	and	ultimately	erase	disease.	The	act	of	erasing	disease	from	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	can	conversely	be	seen	to	have	materialised	it,	creating	a	landscape	across	which	the	presence	of,	and	responses	to,	disease	are	tangibly	inscribed.	This	chapter	has	examined	the	evolving	landscapes	of	quarantine,	and	the	ways	in	which	the	movement	of	people	and	objects	throughout	those	landscapes	was	managed	and	controlled.	The	following	chapter	examines	the	objects	themselves,	and	the	ways	in	which	the	processes	and	practices	of	quarantine	have	created	a	particular	kind	of	assemblage.			 	
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Chapter	5: Quarantined	Collections	
5.1 Unpacking	the	Collection	One	of	the	defining	characteristics	of	quarantine	is	its	transient	nature.	Transience	lies	at	the	very	heart	of	how	quarantine	was	conceived	and	operated,	as	an	institution	designed	to	be	occupied	only	for	as	long	as	it	took	for	the	threat	of	disease	to	pass.	The	object	perhaps	most	emblematic	of	that	transience,	described	as	the	very	“embodiment	of	travel”	(Basu	and	Coleman	2008,	324),	is	the	suitcase	(Figure	5.1).	Whether	carried	by	immigrants	passing	through	on	their	way	to	a	new	life	in	Sydney,	soldiers	delayed	in	their	long-awaited	return	home,	or	local	residents	placed	in	temporary	exile,	the	suitcase	is	not	only	representative	of	the	physical	belongings	they	carried	with	them,	but	is	also	evocative	of	the	hopes	and	fears	that	are	inevitably	intertwined	within	the	experience	of	quarantine.		
	Figure	5.1	Men	inspecting	luggage	at	Torrens	Island	Quarantine	Station,	circa	1924–1945.	The	suitcase	being	carried	at	right	is	almost	identical	to	those	held	in	the	collection	at	North	Head	(Source:	NAA:	D3185,	56).	The	evocative	nature	of	these	objects	is	acknowledged	through	their	use	as	a	common	interpretive	tool	through	which	to	tell	the	stories	and	experiences	of	people	passing	through	the	institution,	not	only	in	the	museum	space	at	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	but	also	at	related	sites	such	as	Angel	Island	in	San	Francisco,	California.	However,	closer	inspection	reveals	the	suitcases	on	display	at	North	Head	to	be	props	–	objects	without	an	association	with	the	site	but	acquired	for	the	purposes	of	interpretation.	
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More	than	16	000	people	passed	through	the	Quarantine	Station	throughout	the	course	of	its	operation,	however	the	Sydney	Quarantine	Station	Moveable	Heritage	Collection	(the	museum	collection	associated	with	the	Quarantine	Station)	includes	only	three	suitcases	(Figure	5.2Error!	Reference	source	not	found.),	as	well	as	two	wooden	trunks.	How,	then,	to	interpret	the	presence	of	these	few	examples,	and	the	otherwise	absence	of	this	class	of	object?	What	is	the	meaning	of	the	suitcase	within	a	quarantine	context,	and	how	might	it	inform	our	understanding	of	the	quarantine	assemblage?		
	Figure	5.2	Interior	of	one	of	the	suitcases	in	the	Sydney	Quarantine	Station	Moveable	Heritage	Collection	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	The	relative	lack	of	suitcases	within	the	collection	can	be	attributed	to	a	number	of	factors	relating	to	the	practice	and	processes	of	quarantine.	The	transitory	nature	of	
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quarantine	which	luggage	so	ably	evokes	also	contributes	to	their	absence;	as	people	completed	their	period	of	quarantine	and	left	the	site,	so	too	did	the	belongings	they	carried	with	them.	Similarly,	the	possessions	of	those	who	died	in	quarantine	were	typically	passed	to	relatives,	friends	or	crewmates,	depending	on	who	it	was	possible	to	locate.	Furthermore,	the	disinfection	processes	that	cargo	was	subjected	to	had	the	potential	to	damage	or	destroy	luggage.		If	anything,	suitcases	are	most	conspicuous	within	the	collection	by	their	absence,	with	only	the	numerous	luggage	trolleys	to	remind	us	of	the	burden	they	previously	carried.	Given	these	elements,	it	might	be	more	pertinent	to	question	not	why	there	aren’t	more	suitcases	within	the	collection,	but	rather	why	these	few	examples	are	present.		An	entry	within	the	catalogue	of	the	Sydney	Quarantine	Station	Moveable	Heritage	Collection	describes	a:	brown	suitcase	with	wooden	bands	around	the	suitcase	with	metal	protective	strips	on	points	of	contact,	leather	handles	on	sides,	two	metal	locks	on	front	to	close	it	with	an	interior	of	faded	yellow,	white	and	blue	striped	paper	lining,	two	leather	straps	with	metal	buckles	are	inside.	(“QS2009.574.1-3”	2016)	The	materials	from	which	the	suitcase	is	made	are	recorded:	hessian,	wood,	metal,	paper.	Measurements	record	its	size	–	34	x	96	x	55cm	–	and	an	object	number	is	attached	to	identify	it.	This	number,	QS2009.574.1-3,	indicates	that	this	is	the	record	of	not	one	item,	but	of	three,	all	falling	into	the	object	type	‘suitcase’	and	differentiated	from	each	other	within	the	catalogue	only	by	number.	The	object	number	also	designates	the	year,	2009,	in	which	the	suitcases	were	entered	into	the	catalogue	(although	they	were	likely	in	the	collection	prior	to	this	point).	However,	this	is	the	only	information	provided	about	the	suitcases’	provenance.	The	catalogue	contains	no	records	of	which	individuals	the	suitcases	might	have	belonged	to,	or	of	how	or	why	they	came	to	be	accessioned	into	the	Quarantine	Station’s	heritage	collection.	The	catalogue	entry	for	the	suitcases	records	their	physical	characteristics,	however	there	is	little	indication	of	the	significance	of	the	objects,	particularly	when	coupled	with	the	lack	of	provenance	information.	Indeed,	given	the	lack	of	provenance,	we	might	question	how	these	‘authentic’	artefacts	differ	from	the	‘prop’	suitcases	on	display	in	the	museum.	It	is	only	by	repositioning	the	suitcases	within	the	context	of	the	processes	and	practices	of	quarantine	that	their	less	tangible	characteristics	become	clear.	Suitcases	have	been	understood	as	representative	of	the	loss	and	trauma	associated	with	physical	displacement	(Mertus	and	Tesanovic	1997;	Tolia-Kelly	2006),	but	also	as	companions	and	keepers	of	memory	(Burrell	2008;	Löfgren	2008).	For	their	owners,	the	suitcases	at	North	Head	were	likely	to	have	carried	a	range	of	mixed	emotions	–	the	excitement	of	a	new	home	and	new	opportunities	far	across	the	seas,	balanced	with	the	sorrow	of	leaving	friends	and	family	behind,	and	the	trepidation	of	the	unknown	that	awaited	them.	While	the	catalogue	records	the	dimensions	of	the	objects,	what	is	perhaps	of	
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more	import	is	their	resultant	volume,	and	the	absence	that	it	represents.	For	people	newly	arriving	in	Sydney,	luggage	could	be	a	burden	to	be	carried	(as	recounted	by	Elizabeth	Allbon	when	quarantined	in	1876;	see	Hassam	1995,	203),	but	the	contents	of	these	suitcases	may	also	have	represented	the	entirety	of	their	belongings,	precious	cargo	carried	with	them	on	their	long	journey.		Upon	becoming	subject	to	quarantine,	however,	the	associations	passengers	made	with	their	suitcases	were	likely	to	have	drastically	ruptured.	Following	the	installation	of	the	Station’s	first	disinfectors	in	1883	(Paul	Davies	Pty	Ltd	2001,	vol.	2),a	larger	pair	were	introduced	in	1917.	Passengers’	luggage	and	bedding	were	taken	directly	to	the	disinfection	chamber,	where	sulphur	or	steam	was	used	to	disinfect	and	fumigate	them.	The	suitcases	were	considered	a	potential	carrier	of	disease,	and	hence	rendered	a	threat.	When	the	suitcases	entered	the	autoclaves	they	were	classified	as	‘foul’,	but	fifty	minutes	later	they	emerged	clean	and	disinfected.	Although	the	process	of	disinfection	did	not	always	leave	a	physical	trace,	the	social	significance	of	the	object	was	radically	altered.	As	Gosden	and	Marshall	(1999,	174)	have	argued,	“the	histories	of	many	objects	are	composed	of	shifts	of	context	and	perspective”.	In	this	sense,	the	meaning	of	a	suitcase	is	not	static	and	functional,	as	it	may	appear	when	represented	in	a	catalogue.	Instead,	its	meaning	is	socially	contingent	and	changes	over	time,	according	to	its	relations	with	and	proximity	to	disease.	 
5.2 Approaching	the	Collection The	metaphorical	unpacking	of	a	suitcase	which	opens	this	chapter	suggests	both	the	challenges	and	the	possibilities	that	are	created	by	an	analysis	of	the	assemblage	of	quarantine,	and	the	mobilities	that	are	present	within	it.	Having	previously	addressed	quarantine	at	the	level	of	the	landscape,	this	chapter	now	moves	inwards	in	scale	to	consider	the	collection	of	objects	that	were	quarantined	within	those	landscapes,	before	the	scope	is	reduced	once	more	to	the	level	of	the	individual	object	within	Chapter	6.	Taking	inspiration	from	preceding	collection-based	research	within	archaeology	(S.	Byrne	et	al.	2011a;	R.	Harrison,	Byrne,	and	Clarke	2013;	Finlay	2016),	the	principal	objective	of	this	chapter	is	to	explore	how	(and	why)	these	objects	came	to	be	associated	with	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	and	assembled	as	a	collection.	The	chapter	begins	with	a	biographical	account	of	the	Quarantine	Station	collection	which	highlights	the	taphonomic	processes	that	created	it	and	determined	its	composition	and	form.	Biography,	as	applied	to	individual	objects	as	well	as	to	collections	and	institutions,	operates	in	tandem	with	assemblage	theory	as	a	method	of	drawing	out	relationships	and	processes	of	becoming	(Hill	2012b,	5–6).	By	the	Quarantine	Station	collection	I	refer	primarily	to	the	Sydney	Quarantine	Station	Moveable	Heritage	Collection,	a	formalised	collection	housed	at	the	site	itself,	but	also	to	other	objects	associated	with	the	site	including	excavated	materials	and	objects	from	both	public	and	private	collections.	Although	archival	documents	are	largely	beyond	the	scope	of	this	research,	they	are	considered	here	to	the	extent	that	they	represent	an	
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additional	form	of	object	which	has	also	moved	in	and	out	of	the	site.	As	the	example	of	the	suitcase	highlights,	the	objects	(and	absences)	within	the	collection	are	determined	as	much	by	the	processes	and	practices	of	quarantine	as	they	are	by	subsequent	acts	of	curation.		The	overarching	nature	and	characteristics	of	the	collection	are	then	considered.	The	system	outlined	in	The	Revised	Nomenclature	for	Museum	Cataloging	(Blackaby	et	al.	1995)	is	applied	to	the	collection	in	order	to	assess	what	kinds	of	objects	are	present	–	and	what	are	absent	–	and	the	extent	to	which	the	processes	and	practices	of	quarantine	at	North	Head	are	manifested	within	it.	Classifying	the	collection	according	to	this	system	also	establishes	a	standard	by	which	it	can	be	compared	with	a	number	of	other	collections	that	are	also	associated	with	the	practice	of	quarantine	but	assembled	under	different	circumstances.	How	representative	is	the	North	Head	collection?	What	difference	do	the	processes	of	assemblage	make?	How	do	these	other	collections	contribute	to	our	understanding	of	the	nature	and	limitations	of	the	North	Head	collection?	
5.3 Assembling	the	Collection	Collections	are	often	erroneously	viewed	as	“synchronous	structures”	(Hill	2012b,	7),	whose	contents,	boundaries,	and	relations	are	fixed	and	unchanging.	However,	as	Hill	argues,	to	fully	understand	them	they	must	instead	be	considered	as	“unfolding	through	time”.	This	section	responds	to	that	need	through	a	biographical	approach	to	the	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	collection,	in	which	the	taphonomic	processes	which	created	(and	continue	to	create)	it	are	identified	and	explored.	As	the	opening	of	this	chapter	alludes,	this	section	draws	inspiration	from	Byrne	et	al.’s	(2011b,	4)	conception	of	the	act	of	‘unpacking’	museum	collections,	as	an	approach	through	which	to	“problematize	collections	as	material	and	social	assemblages	through	an	interrogation	of	how	they	developed,	the	impacts	they	have	had	over	time	and	the	role	they	continue	to	play	in	the	contemporary	world.”	The	biography	of	a	collection	is	at	once	created	by,	and	greater	than,	the	biographies	of	the	objects,	individuals,	and	institutions	that	are	entangled	within	it.	The	mobilities	and	trajectories	of	the	objects	associated	with	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	are	traced	through	a	range	of	historical	and	archaeological	sources,	including	archival	records,	museum	documentation,	personal	accounts	from	people	associated	with	the	site,	the	quarantine	landscape,	and	the	objects	themselves,	in	order	to	formulate	a	taphonomy	of	the	quarantine	collection.	By	considering	the	objects	that	entered	and	exited	the	Station	during	its	operation,	the	processes	that	led	to	some	objects	(and	not	others)	being	assembled	into	a	more	formalised	‘collection’,	and	the	subsequent	fragmentation	of	the	collection	as	it	has	interacted	with	people	and	institutions,	we	gain	an	understanding	of	the	collection	not	only	as	an	assortment	of	individual,	albeit	interconnected,	objects,	but	also	as	an	entity	in	its	own	right,	and	with	its	own	biography.	
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The	biography	of	the	Quarantine	Station	collection	as	recounted	here	is	not	a	straightforward	chronological	account.	Rather,	it	is	presented	as	a	series	of	dichotomous	themes	which	are	broadly	sequential	but	which	also	overlap	and	intertwine,	much	as	Carreau	(2012,	203)	highlights	“distinctive	biographical	trends	to	demonstrate	the	continuity,	plurality	and	concomitance	of	biographical	elements	within	and	beyond	a	given	collection	of	artefacts”.	The	objective	here	is	not	to	provide	a	comprehensive	history	of	when	and	why	specific	objects	entered	into	and	out	of	association	with	the	site,	but	rather	to	capture	and	explore	the	kinds	of	taphonomic	processes	which	have	created	the	collection	in	its	present	form,	and	which	continue	to	shape	the	collection	in	“the	unfolding	present”	(S.	Byrne	et	al.	2011b,	15).	
5.3.1 Arrivals	and	Departures	The	biography	of	the	Quarantine	Station	collection	begins	with	the	processes	that	initially	brought	objects	into	association	with	the	institution.	The	practice	of	maritime	quarantine	is	one	that	is	largely	defined	by	movement	and	transition,	the	ebbs	and	flows	of	its	operations	shaped	by	the	arrival	and	departure	of	ships	subject	to	quarantine.	Just	as	ships	brought	people	to	North	Head,	they	also	conveyed	a	range	of	objects,	both	as	cargo	and	supplies	to	support	the	Station’s	operations.	It	is	these	objects	that	form	the	basis	for	the	Quarantine	Station	collection.	The	objects	brought	into	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	can	be	placed	into	three	broad	categories	which	help	us	to	trace	and	understand	their	subsequent	movements.	The	first	are	provisions	provided	for	the	treatment	of	patients	and	the	day-to-day	operations	of	the	institution.	These	include	medical	supplies,	food	and	drink,	and	other	objects	that	furnished	and	equipped	the	Station.	Second	are	personal	belongings,	both	from	passengers	and	crew	of	the	ships	in	quarantine,	and	permanent	and	temporary	residents	of	the	Station	including	staff	and	their	families.	Finally,	many	of	the	ships	also	brought	cargo	which	temporarily	entered	the	Quarantine	Station.	It	was	not	only	people,	but	also	the	ships	that	carried	them	and	their	accompanying	cargo,	which	was	understood	as	a	potential	source	of	disease	and	hence	subject	to	quarantine.	Barnes	(2014,	76)	has	demonstrated	the	extent	to	which	the	material	attributes	of	cargo	were	understood	to	determine	their	ability	to	convey	infection,	arguing	that	the	detention	and	inspection	of	cargo	was	not	necessarily	a	result	of	coming	from	a	diseased	port,	but	rather	a	consequence	of	it	being	permeable,	of	animal	origin,	or	subject	to	decay.	The	precise	procedures	through	which	the	cargo	was	cleansed	varied	over	time,	ranging	from	simple	ventilation	to	more	extensive	processes	of	fumigation	and	disinfection.	Regardless,	so	long	as	the	cargo	survived	these	procedures	it	was	permitted	to	depart	and	end	its	association	with	the	Quarantine	Station.	Also	transiting	through	the	Station	were	the	objects	that	accompanied	passengers.	Figure	5.3	(transcribed	in	Table	5.1)	records	the	belongings	of	Stephen	Jones,	a	23-year-old	assisted	immigrant	who	died	during	the	voyage	of	the	Samuel	Plimsoll	in	1879.	This	
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inventory	of	his	belongings	suggests	the	kinds	of	items	a	passenger	in	his	position	might	take	with	them	–	clothing	and	other	practical	items,	sentimental	reminders	of	the	people	and	place	they	were	leaving	such	as	the	album,	and	items	including	carpenters’	tools	to	help	with	starting	a	new	life	in	the	colony.	What	is	perhaps	most	telling	for	the	current	purposes,	however,	is	the	letter	that	accompanies	the	inventory	–	a	request	from	Stephen’s	brother	to	take	possession	of	his	belongings.	With	few	exceptions,	the	possessions	of	passengers	came	into	association	with	the	Quarantine	Station	only	temporarily,	leaving	with	the	passenger	themselves	or,	in	case	of	death,	with	friends,	family,	or	crew.	
	Figure	5.3	Inventory	of	two	chests	containing	the	effects	of	Stephen	Jones,	1879	(SANSW:	NRS	905,	79/5716).	
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Table	5.1	Transcription	of	the	inventory	of	two	chests	containing	the	effects	of	Stephen	Jones,	1879.	7	Pairs	trousers	 1	Cane	4	Coats	 1	Umbrella	1	Greatcoat	 11	Books	4	Shirts	 1	Album	1	Pair	drawers	 1	Case	mathematical	instruments	7	Pairs	stockings	 1	Pipe	and	razor	3	Aprons	 1	Box	of	studs	1	Towel	 Carpenters	tools	7	Neckties	 2	pairs	boots	13	Pocket	handkerchiefs	 1	Pair	shoes	7	Collars	 1	Parcel	in	yellow	handkerchief	2	Shirt	fronts	 1	Silver	watch	and	chain	4	Pairs	cuffs	 1	Purse	containing	₤4.2.0	2	Pairs	gloves	 Secret	drawer	1	Money	belt	 		Given	the	transitory	nature	of	these	two	sets	of	objects,	the	bulk	of	the	objects	both	entering	and	remaining	associated	with	the	Quarantine	Station	were	those	supplied	by	the	Government,	initially	to	establish	and	furnish	the	Station	and	then	to	maintain	it	during	times	of	quarantine.	While	attempting	to	trace	all	of	the	objects	which	were	supplied	to	North	Head	is	beyond	the	scope	of	this	research,	a	close	examination	of	a	singular	quarantine	episode,	while	acknowledging	the	perils	and	limitations	of	generalising,	can	provide	insight	into	the	types	of	objects	that	were	entering	the	Station	and	the	ways	in	which	they	were	distributed	and	understood.	The	testimony	of	the	Royal	Commission	resulting	from	the	1881	smallpox	quarantine	introduced	in	the	previous	chapter	displays	a	preoccupation	with	the	material	goods	entering	and	circulating	through	the	Quarantine	Station	that	is	instructive	for	this	discussion.	One	of	the	primary	concerns	of	the	Royal	Commission	appointed	in	1881,	“to	enquire	into	and	report	upon	the	management	of	the	Quarantine	Station,	North	Head	and	the	
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hulk	‘Faraway’”,	was	to	ascertain	whether	provisions	for	the	Station	were	both	adequately	supplied	and	appropriately	distributed	(Street	et	al.	1882).	The	Commission	determined	that	the	large	quantity	of	stores	requisitioned	by	the	Station	was	promptly	delivered,	and	that	“the	supplies	were	liberal,	if	not	lavish”	(Street	et	al.	1882,	7–8),	a	conclusion	that	is	supported	by	the	three	inventories	appended	to	their	report.	The	first	and	most	extensive	of	these	inventories	details	the	quantities	of	goods	supplied	to	the	Quarantine	Station	by	the	Colonial	Stores	Department,	totalling	5335	items	across	145	categories	(Table	5.2).	These	include	large	quantities	of	clothing,	bedding,	items	associated	with	the	preparation	and	service	of	food,	and	other	objects	required	for	the	ongoing	maintenance	and	operation	of	the	institution.	These	items	were	supplemented	by	further	articles	of	clothing,	bed	linen	and	other	provisions	contributed	by	the	Sydney	Hospital	(Table	5.3),	who	also	supplied	nurses	to	assist	with	the	quarantine.	The	final	inventory	lists	the	quantities	of	food	and	alcohol	that	were	supplied	to	the	Quarantine	Station	(Table	5.4).	Taken	together,	these	three	inventories	comprise	a	catalogue	of	the	types	and	quantities	of	goods	supplied	to	the	Station	during	this	quarantine	episode.		Table	5.2	Total	quantities	of	articles	supplied	from	Store	Department	to	the	Quarantine	Station,	from	16	June	to	16	September,	1881	(Street	et	al.	1882,	106).	Baths	 4	 Cups	and	saucers	 150	 Paper	bags,	gross	 1	Blankets	 150	 Saucepans	 37	 Mops	and	handles	 24	Boots	 298	 Knives	and	forks	 108	 Kerosene,	gallons	 12	Buckets	 42	 Frying-pans	 30	 Spoons,	dessert	 48	Brooms	 24	 Coal,	tons	 17	 Cups	&	saucers,	enamelled	 6	Brushes,	hair	 6	 Foolscap	paper,	quires	 31	 Paint,	lbs.	 74	Brushes,	scrubbing	 18	 Notepaper,	quires	 6	 Oil,	boiled,	gallons	 2	Carbolic	acid,	gallons	 52	 Envelopes,	foolscap	 124	 Turpentine,	gallons	 2	Outfits,	women’s	&	children	 104	 Envelopes,	post	 125	 Rope	coir,	fathoms	 60	Coats	 74	 Ink,	pints	 6	 Nails,	copper,	lb.	 1	Chemises	 64	 Plates,	tin	 4	 Kegs	 6	Combs	 17	 Dishes,	tin	 8	 Hooks,	bagging	 4	Comforters	 25	 Basins,	washing	 32	 Plates,	small	 6	Collars	 40	 Camp-ovens	 3	 Needles,	sail	 12	Drawers	 63	 Fire-bars	 4	 Thimbles,	sail	 6	Flags,	quarantine	 4	 Basins,	enamelled	 6	 Twine,	seaming,	lbs	 6	
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Garters	 16	 Mugs,	enamelled	 6	 Pencils,	lead	 28	Gloves	 12	 Lanterns	 2	 Pens,	boxes	 14	Hose	 20	 Gridirons	 3	 Paper,	blotting,	quire	 1	Hats,	men’s	 146	 Clock	 1	 Prayer-books	 12	Hats,	women’s	&	children’s	 85	 Dishes,	baking	and	pie	 23	 Scissors	 6	Handkerchiefs	 102	 Meat-safe	 1	 Spoons,	table	 12	Hoods	 3	 Flat-irons	 2	 Shovels,	L.H.	 3	Jumpers	 57	 Corkscrew	 1	 Picks,	American	 2	Jackets,	women’s	 37	 Brushes,	hand	scrub	 18	 Books,	foolscap	 7	Lamps	 7	 Candlesticks	 12	 Inkstands	 3	Muslin,	yards	 12	 Tomahawks	 9	 Quoits,	sets	 2	Mattresses	 158	 Choppers,	meat	 4	 Chess	boards	&	men,	sets	 2	Night-dresses	 82	 Jugs	 27	 Draught	boards	and	men,	sets	 2	Neckties	 2	 Boilers	 2	 Quicklime,	lbs.	 112	Pillows	 146	 Spoons,	iron,	large	 24	 Saw,	meat	 1	Pillow-cases	 74	 Spoons,	iron,	small	 24	 Dominoes,	boxes	 2	Petticoats	 44	 Knife,	butchers’	 1	 Stretcher	&	straps	 1	Pipes	 6	 Steel,	butchers’		 1	 Handles,	pick	 2	Pinafores	 3	 Anchor	 1	 Padlocks,	iron	 2	Ribbon,	etc,	yards		 45	 Chain,	fathoms	 15	 Hasps	&	staples,	lb.	 1	Shirts	 207	 Shackle	 1	 Nails,	wire,	lbs.	 14	Shirts,	under	 132	 Castor-oil,	gallons	 412	 Candlesticks	 12	Shawls	 10	 Tallow,	lbs.	 74	 Osnaburg	 4	Slippers	 52	 Waste	 24	 Towline,	feet	 100	Suits,	men’s	 52	 Colza	oil,	gallons	 212	 Wicks,	lamp	 1	Suits,	boys’	 12	 Kettles	 24	 Toothbrushes	 2	Sheets	 164	 Pots,	tea	 37	 Carvers,	pair	 3	
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Socks	 240	 Plates,	tin	 10	 Deed-boxes	 2	Soap,	carbolic	 30	 Pots,	pint	 36	 Plates,	dinner	 34	Stays	 44	 Tubs,	washing	 12	 Plates,	soup	 24	Trousers	 131	 Stove	and	piping	 1	 Basins,	slop	 12	Towels	 330	 Spoons,	tea,	B.M.	 18	 Plates,	dessert	 12	Vests	 73	 	 	 	 		Table	5.3	Articles	of	clothing,	bed	linen,	etc.,	supplied	to	the	Quarantine	Station	by	Lucy	Osburn,	Lady	Superintendent	of	the	Sydney	Hospital,	between	18	June	and	6	September,	1881	(Street	et	al.	1882,	107).	Gauze	and	muslin	for	curtains	 1	suit	of	clothes	4	white	blankets	 2	blue	ponchos,	for	patients	2	pillow	 Boots	and	galoshes,	convalescent	patient	10	dozen	pillow	cases	 6	infants’	night-dresses	10	12	dozen	sheets	 6	infants’	flannel	gowns	2	yards	extra	wide	waterproofing	 6	child’s	(aged	8)	night-dresses	6	mosquito	nets	 6	child’s	(aged	8)	flannel	gowns	Teapots,	cups	and	saucers	 Blue	serge	suit	for	child	4	years	Tea,	coffee,	and	sugar	 2	winsey	dresses	Coffee,	groats,	etc.	 4	pairs	slippers			 	
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Table	5.4	Quantities	of	food	and	alcohol	delivered	to	the	Quarantine	Station	during	the	period	15	June	to	31	October	1881	(Street	et	al.	1882,	118).	26	 512	dozen	Port	Wine,	quarts 650	dozen	Eggs	
21	 312	dozen	Sherry	Wine,	quarts	 78	 212	dozen	Jams	31	dozen	Hennessy’s	Brandy,	quarts	 122	dozen	Oranges	
13	dozen	Krug	Champagne,	quarts	 3	dozen	Oranges	2	dozen	Shiraz,	quarts	 3	dozen	Lemons	78	dozen	Foster’s	Ale,	quarts	 3	dozen	tins	Preserved	Chicken	
87	dozen	“Pig”	Porter,	quarts	 1	12	dozen	Ox	Tongues	
2	 412	dozen	Limejuice,	quarts	 1,601	lbs.	Bacon	12	dozen	Pickles	 48	lbs.	Ham	5	dozen	Sardines	 95	lbs.	Cheese	8	dozen	L.	&	P.	Sauce	 7	tins	Sheep	Tongues	14	lbs.	Lozenges	 10	dressed	Fowls	
1	12	dozen	tins	Salmon	 31	pecks	Green	Peas		Although	as	an	act	of	public	health	the	primary	concern	of	the	Government	is	with	those	
outside	of	quarantine,	an	examination	of	these	inventories	demonstrates	that	the	Station	was	provided	with	more	than	mere	necessities.	The	inclusion	of	items	such	as	games	suggests	that	there	was	at	least	some	concern	with	not	only	providing	adequate	provisions,	but	also	ensuring	the	comfort	of	those	in	quarantine	and	occupying	their	time.	This	supports	the	stated	desire	on	the	part	of	the	Government	that	those	in	quarantine	“should	suffer	as	little	discomfort	as	possible	during	their	sequestration,	and	be	treated	with	every	possible	care	and	consideration,	as	well	as	with	the	utmost	liberality	with	regard	to	supplies	of	both	clothing	and	provisions”	(Street	et	al.	1882,	7).	The	inclusion	of	prayer	books	is	also	notable;	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	did	not	include	a	chapel,	in	contrast	with	contemporaneous	institutions	elsewhere	in	the	world	(see,	for	example,	Bergdoll	1987),	but	this	suggests	that	religious	guidance	and	comfort	was	still	a	consideration.	One	category	that	is	notably	absent	from	these	lists	is	
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medicine,	which	appears	to	have	been	requisitioned	separately	by	the	doctor.	However,	as	will	be	discussed	further	in	this	and	following	chapters,	much	of	the	alcohol	and	cleaning	and	disinfecting	supplies	should	be	considered	medicinal	within	the	quarantine	context.	It	should	be	noted	that	despite	praising	the	“liberality”	with	which	goods	were	supplied	to	the	Quarantine	Station	during	the	1881	smallpox	episode,	the	Royal	Commission	did	find	fault	with	the	extent	to	which	these	supplies	were	distributed	and	made	available.	However,	the	objective	of	the	present	analysis	is	not	to	explore	the	ways	in	which	objects	were	actually	in	use	and	the	ways	in	which	they	were	deployed,	but	rather	to	establish	the	suite	of	objects	that	were	entering	and	becoming	associated	with	the	site.	While	for	most	people	who	passed	through	the	Quarantine	Station	it	was	a	transitionary	space,	the	same	cannot	be	said	for	many	of	the	objects	that	accompanied	them.	Of	the	three	categories	of	object	delineated	above,	cargo	and	personal	belongings	may	have	been	destroyed	if	it	was	deemed	necessary	due	to	disease,	but	for	the	most	part	they	departed	the	Quarantine	Station	as	they	arrived	at	it,	on	ships,	albeit	subject	to	processes	of	quarantine	and	disinfection.		For	the	supplies,	however,	quarantine	regulations	largely	dictated	a	one-way	movement,	in	that	they	could	enter	the	Quarantine	Station	but	they	could	not	leave	it	for	fear	of	spreading	disease	(in	theory,	though	as	we	shall	see	this	directive	was	not	always	complied	with	in	practice).	These	objects	therefore	maintained	their	physical,	as	well	as	social,	connection	to	the	collection,	and	a	number	of	different	processes	are	required	to	explain	their	subsequent	trajectory.	
5.3.2 Destruction	and	Preservation	For	objects	that	were	not	permitted	to	leave	the	Quarantine	Station,	there	were	three	primary	outcomes	–	to	consume,	to	preserve	or	to	destroy.	There	is	both	historical	and	archaeological	evidence	for	a	range	of	disposal	methods	being	implemented	at	the	Station.	Testimony	relayed	to	the	Royal	Commission	in	1881	indicates	that	clothing	and	bedding	were	routinely	burned,	with	George	Henry	Livesay	reporting	that	each	time	he	buried	a	body	he	was	required	to	burn	the	suit	he	had	been	wearing	(Street	et	al.	1882).	Similarly,	the	health	officer	Dr	Alleyne	gave	evidence	to	the	Commission	that	he	“was	in	the	habit	of	seeing	the	infected	bedding	burned”.	This	may	account	for	the	large	quantities	of	clothing	entering	the	Quarantine	Station,	as	evidenced	in	the	inventories	above.	Dr	Clune	further	testified	that	his	personal	effects	including	books	and	telegrams	had	been	destroyed	while	at	the	Station,	although	the	precise	manner	in	which	this	was	done	is	not	specified.	An	incinerator	(or,	as	it	is	labelled,	“garbage	destructor”)	is	still	extant	within	the	Quarantine	Station’s	hospital	precinct	(Figure	5.4),	evidencing	the	ongoing	use	of	burning	and	incineration	as	a	method	for	the	disposal	of	objects.	These	responses	to	potentially	infected	(and	infectious)	objects	are	reminiscent	of	the	“frenzied	zeal”	with	which	Cipolla	(1992,	4)	describes	European	health	officials	burning	infected	clothes	and	furniture	several	centuries	prior,	suggesting	the	continuity	of	
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quarantine	practices,	even	as	medical	paradigms	and	understandings	were	beginning	to	shift.	
	Figure	5.4	Incinerator	in	the	hospital	precinct	of	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	A	former	resident,	the	son	of	a	member	of	the	Quarantine	Station’s	staff,	has	also	recalled	the	deliberate	destruction	of	crockery	(J.	Roberts	2016),	again	out	of	a	fear	of	the	spread	of	disease,	with	cracks	and	chips	in	the	tableware	viewed	as	potential	carriers	of	micro-organisms.	These	recollections	are	supported	by	the	fragmented	tableware	which	remains	prominent	across	the	surface	of	the	site,	often	extending	well	beyond	the	formal	dining	areas.		Running	contrary	to	these	processes	of	material	destruction	is	a	significant	act	of	deliberate	preservation.	As	early	as	1934	there	are	references	to	leg-irons	and	handcuffs	being	displayed	as	“exhibits	on	the	wall”	(Moore	1934).	The	late	1960s	and	early	1970s	saw	the	initial	establishment	of	a	collection	at	the	Quarantine	Station,	which	while	far	less	formalised	would	act	as	the	genesis	to	the	collection	in	its	present	state.	The	collection	was	initiated	by	Commonwealth	quarantine	staff,	led	by	Herbert	Gordon	Lavaring,	the	Station’s	Resident	Officer-in-Charge	from	February	1963	until	December	1975	(C.	P.	Kelleher	2014,	183;	Lavering	2016).	This	appears	to	have	been	a	fairly	ad	hoc	and	opportunistic	process,	with	staff	gathering	objects	from	around	the	site	that	were	no	longer	in	use,	but	which	they	considered	to	be	of	sufficient	historical	merit,	with	domestic	items	displayed	in	the	third	class	dining	room	and	others	stored	in	a	number	of	buildings	across	the	site	(Lavaring	1975,	34)	(Figure	5.5).	Other	objects,	particularly	medical	items,	that	held	no	connection	to	the	Quarantine	Station	were	also	
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deposited	at	the	site	by	other	Commonwealth	government	departments	during	this	period	(Sydney	Artefacts	Conservation	2007,	Appendix	4).		The	establishment	of	the	collection	is	indicative	of	a	tendency	by	staff	and	others	to	historicise	the	Station	while	it	was	still	operational,	perhaps	in	response	to	the	formal	(albeit	selectively	enforced)	prohibition	on	the	removal	of	material	from	the	site,	and	can	be	linked	to	a	broader	trend	of	staff	members	founding	museums	at	former	or	operational	medical	institutions	(Fennelly	and	Newman	2017,	17).	
	Figure	5.5	Items	on	display	at	the	Quarantine	Station	circa	1975.	Some	of	these	objects	have	been	accessioned	into	the	formal	collection,	while	others	are	now	held	by	the	National	Museum	of	Australia	(Source:	courtesy	of	Jean	Duncan	Foley).	Although	the	establishment	of	the	collection	worked	to	arrest	much	of	the	destruction	of	objects	associated	with	the	Quarantine	Station,	the	protection	it	afforded	and	the	preservation	of	objects	within	it	has	not	been	absolute.	Periods	of	neglect	and	lack	of	appropriate	care	and	management	of	the	collection	have	resulted	in	damage	to	and	the	destruction	of	collection	objects,	as	seen	in	Figure	5.6.	Past	management	practices	have	also	led	to	the	permanent	destruction	of	large	quantities	of	furniture	and	maintenance	equipment	from	the	site	(Sydney	Artefacts	Conservation	2007,	31),	and	a	hospital	ward	that	was	consumed	by	fire	is	rumoured	to	have	contained	numerous	collection	items	(as	supported	by	the	charred	appearance	of	a	number	of	objects,	for	example	“QS2009.235”	2017).	
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	Figure	5.6	Example	of	damage	to	the	collection	caused	by	rats	(Source:	Sydney	Artefacts	Conservation	2007,	34).	
5.3.3 Discard	and	Retrieval	A	number	of	dense	artefact	scatters	spread	across	the	landscape	of	North	Head	are	indicative	of	longstanding	processes	of	discard	at	the	Quarantine	Station.	These	scatters	represent	both	formal	and	ad	hoc	rubbish	dumps	for	the	disposal	of	objects	that	had	been	unintentionally	damaged,	deliberately	destroyed,	or	were	simply	no	longer	of	use.	While	the	dumps	have	not	been	excavated	or	comprehensively	surveyed,	qualitative	observation	reveals	them	to	contain	large	quantities	of	ceramics	and	glass	dating	from	at	least	1900,	if	not	earlier,	as	well	as	broken	furnishings	and	building	materials,	some	of	which	are	likely	associated	with	major	works	at	the	Station	in	the	1950s	(National	Parks	and	Wildlife	Service	of	NSW	2000,	19).	The	contents	of	these	dumps	has	been	subsequently	reduced	as	a	result	of	fires	and	erosion	as	well	as	the	activity	of	metal	detector	users	and	bottle	collectors	in	the	area	(National	Parks	and	Wildlife	Service	of	NSW	2000,	34).	Conversely,	they	have	also	been	supplemented	with	modern	glass	fragments	in	particular,	as	a	result	of	the	ongoing	use	of	the	site	for	weddings	and	other	functions.		Given	that	rubbish	is	often	connected	with	the	spread	of	disease,	and	its	burning	or	removal	is	a	common	precaution	(see	for	example	Cipolla	1992,	7;	Lupton	1995,	16;	Hays	2005,	127),	the	presence	of	these	dumps	at	the	site	is	interesting.	However,	rubbish	is	also	something	that	is	perceived	as	“belonging	in	dirty	places”	(Drackner	2005,	179).	Restricting	the	rubbish	(and	its	potential	threat)	to	the	Quarantine	Station,	a	place	already	understood	as	diseased	or	“dirty”,	would	be	preferable	to	removing	it	from	the	quarantine	confines.		Discard	is	another	act	that	was	intended	to	be	permanent,	but	like	other	processes	at	the	site	that	were	supposed	to	be	one-way,	it	has	also	been	reversed	in	some	instances	
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through	a	number	of	acts	of	retrieval.	While	these	acts	have	not	been	extensive,	a	number	of	objects	have	been	recovered	through	archaeological	work	at	the	site.	Excavations	have	not	been	undertaken	for	research	projects,	but	conservation	and	construction	work	at	the	Station	has	triggered	several	small	excavations	for	salvage	and	mitigation	purposes	during	conservation	and	construction	work	(Sydney	Artefacts	Conservation	2007,	16).	Artefacts	excavated	during	these	works,	as	well	as	a	number	of	incidental	surface	finds,	have	generally	been	stored	as	a	discrete	collection,	but	in	some	instances	have	been	accessioned	into	the	main	Quarantine	Station	collection,	as	in	the	example	of	a	glass	bottle	“found	in	the	archaeological	digs”	according	to	the	collection	catalogue	(“QS2007.248”	2016).	
5.3.4 Collection	and	Fragmentation	The	closure	of	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	in	1984	triggered	significant	changes	to	the	collection’s	management	and	composition,	and	in	particular	led	to	the	fragmentation	and	dispersal	of	much	of	the	collection.	If	the	previously	identified	processes	–	of	arrival	and	departure,	destruction	and	preservation,	discard	and	retrieval	–	determined	what	objects	were	present	at	the	site	at	the	time	of	its	closure,	it	is	the	subsequent	processes	of	collection	and	fragmentation	that	have	created	the	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	collection	in	its	present	state.	Upon	the	cessation	of	quarantine	functions	at	the	Station	in	1984,	a	number	of	objects	were	transferred	to	other	cultural	institutions,	including	the	State	Archives,	the	NSW	Department	of	Health,	the	School	of	Public	Health	and	Tropical	Medicine	at	the	University	of	Sydney,	and	the	now-defunct	Institute	of	Anatomy	in	Canberra	(Thorpe	1984;	Sydney	Artefacts	Conservation	2007).	Other	objects	were	relocated	by	the	Department	of	Health	and	subsequently	accessioned	in	1988	into	the	National	Historical	Collection,	the	core	collection	of	the	National	Museum	of	Australia.	For	the	most	part	these	transfers	and	the	objects	that	pertain	to	them	do	not	appear	to	have	been	clearly	documented,	however	a	full	list	of	the	objects	in	the	possession	of	the	National	Museum	of	Australia	can	be	seen	in	Appendix	3.	While	many	of	the	objects	at	the	National	Museum	duplicate	those	held	at	the	Quarantine	Station,	they	also	hold	a	number	of	unique	items.	These	processes	of	dispersal	have	led	to	a	fragmentation	of	the	Quarantine	Station	collection,	while	also	creating	or	further	complicating	its	connections	and	entanglements	with	other	institutions.		The	collection	was	formalised	through	the	inventorying	of	the	objects	that	remained	at	the	site	in	2005	and	2006,	essentially	creating	what	is	officially	known	as	the	Sydney	Quarantine	Station	Moveable	Heritage	Collection	(“Sydney	Quarantine	Station	Moveable	Heritage	Collection	on	eHive”	2016).	However,	this	process	of	formalisation	also	led	to	further	fragmentation,	as	duplicated	objects	(particularly	those	in	poor	condition)	were	culled	and	deaccessioned	from	the	collection	(Sydney	Artefacts	Conservation	2007,	17–18).	Approximately	120	items	were	marked	for	sale,	donation	or	dispersal	at	this	time,	primarily	degraded	aluminium	furniture	dating	from	the	1960s. 
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Conversely,	the	creation	of	the	formalised	collection	has	also	seen	objects	returned	to	the	collection	via	donation.	This	includes	objects	that	left	the	Station	both	officially	and	unofficially,	with	passengers,	staff	and	their	families.	Donations	include	a	doily,	staff	warrant	card,	and	components	of	the	Pasteur,	a	vessel	that	was	used	to	transport	patients,	staff	and	stores	to	and	from	the	Quarantine	Station.	Most	recently,	items	associated	with	fieldwork	undertaken	by	archaeologists	and	historians	at	the	site,	myself	included,	have	been	accessioned	into	the	collection.	These	items	are	testament	to	the	ongoing	entanglements	between	the	Quarantine	Station	collection	and	other	institutions	such	as	the	University	of	Sydney,	and	also	demonstrate	the	extent	to	which	the	collection-making	is	not	a	singular	moment	but	rather	an	ongoing	process.	
5.3.5 Biographies,	Itineraries,	and	Taphonomies	While	this	account	of	the	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	collection	is	necessarily	incomplete,	the	thematic	biographical	approach	adopted	here	highlights	the	taphonomic	processes	that	have	created	the	collection	in	its	present	form.	There	is	a	tension	to	these	themes	–	between	objects	arriving	and	departing,	objects	discarded	and	retrieved,	objects	destroyed	and	preserved,	and	objects	collected	and	deaccessioned.	These	tensions	reveal	a	disjunction	in	the	processes	that	have	shaped	the	collection,	between	the	official	and	sanctioned	movements	of	objects,	and	unofficial,	unsanctioned,	and	at	times	subversive	mobilities.	Many	of	the	processes	described	here	were	intended	to	be	one-way	flows.	Objects	that	entered	the	station	were	not	supposed	to	leave	it.	Objects	that	were	discarded	were	not	supposed	to	be	resurrected.	And	objects	that	were	accessioned	into	the	collection	were	not	supposed	to	be	deaccessioned.	In	contrast,	the	itinerary	recounted	here	is	not	a	linear	progression	from	disparate	objects	to	unified	collection	but	rather	a	series	of	ebbs	and	flows,	demonstrating	the	extent	to	which	collections	“are	not	just	a	phenomenon	of	the	past	but	continue	to	be	re-negotiated	in	the	unfolding	present”	(S.	Byrne	et	al.	2011b,	5).	The	taphonomic	processes	identified	above	are	ongoing,	and	continue	to	shape	the	collection,	such	that	“this	biography	marks	another	new	moment	in	the	unfinished	biography”	(Foster	2012,	164).	Stanley	(1989,	107)	has	suggested	that	museum	collections	can	be	understood	as	“contaminated”	by	the	people	involved	in	their	creation.	The	biography	of	the	Quarantine	Station	collection	highlights	the	extent	to	which	its	formation	is	entangled	with	the	biographies	of	individual	objects,	of	people,	and	of	institutions,	exposing	a	collection	that	is	as	much	social	as	it	is	material	(see	S.	Byrne	et	al.	2011b).	The	presence	(and	persistence)	of	certain	objects	within	the	collection	and	the	absence	of	others,	as	will	be	explored	below,	is	a	result	of	these	entanglements	and	contaminations.	However,	in	the	case	of	the	Quarantine	Station	collection,	the	‘contaminants’	within	the	collection	are	both	metaphorical	and	literal.	The	trajectories	of	individual	objects	were	affected	not	only	by	their	intersections	with	individuals	and	institutions,	but	also	by	the	extent	to	which	objects	were	perceived	as	healthy	or	diseased,	a	point	which	will	be	explored	in	detail	in	the	following	chapter.	
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5.4 Characterising	the	Collection	The	biographical	account	outlined	above	reveals	the	taphonomic	processes	which	have	created	the	North	Head	collection	in	its	present	form	–	but	what	is	that	form,	and	how	can	it	be	characterised	and	understood?	What	kinds	of	objects	are	contained	within	it,	and	to	what	extent	do	they	reflect	the	practice	of	quarantine,	and	the	processes	that	have	led	to	their	inclusion	within	the	collection?	For	the	remainder	of	this	chapter,	I	seek	to	address	these	questions	through	a	categorisation	and	characterisation	of	the	collection,	qualitatively	evaluating	its	contents	in	order	to	identify	patterns	and	absences	within	the	collection’s	composition.		As	a	means	of	characterising	the	North	Head	collection,	the	objects	were	classified	according	to	The	Revised	Nomenclature	for	Museum	Cataloging	(Blackaby	et	al.	1995).	Nomenclature	is	a	taxonomic	hierarchy	for	the	classification	of	human-made	objects	on	the	basis	of	their	original	intended	function.	Each	object	is	first	assigned	to	one	of	10	categories,	and	then	within	that	category	is	assigned	a	classification,	and	finally	an	object	term	(see	Appendix	1).	The	system	provides	a	standardised	terminology	and	framework	that	has	the	potential	to	facilitate	comparison	between	North	Head	and	other	quarantine-related	collections,	and	the	lack	of	which	is	an	ongoing	challenge	within	Australian	historical	archaeology	(Crook,	Lawrence,	and	Gibbs	2002;	Brooks	2005).	While	there	are	a	number	of	cataloguing	and	classificatory	systems	that	could	have	responded	to	these	needs,	Revised	Nomenclature	was	adopted	because	it	is	one	of	the	most	extensive,	accessible,	and	widely	implemented,	and	because	it	has	already	been	used	to	classify	the	excavated	collection	from	the	Isla	de	Cabras	(Schiappacasse	2011,	260),	further	facilitating	comparison	between	quarantine	collections.	Although	Nomenclature	is	primarily	intended	for	use	in	cataloguing	museum	collections,	it	also	has	the	potential	to	facilitate	functional	analysis	of	a	collection	or	assemblage	within	an	archaeological	context.	While	I	acknowledge	critiques	of	the	use	of	functional	categories	in	cataloguing	(Brooks	2005;	see	Casey	2004	for	a	counterpoint)	my	aim	is	not	so	much	to	implement	these	functional	categories	as	a	strict	method	of	analysis	for	the	site,	but	rather	to	use	them	to	provide	a	framework	with	which	to	break	down	and	grapple	with	the	large	collection	of	objects.	The	categories	are	employed	not	because	they	capture	something	‘real’	or	essential	about	the	objects	they	describe	but	rather	as	a	useful	tool	–	I	seek	as	much	to	complicate	and	critique	the	resultant	classifications	as	to	utilise	them.	Given	the	ongoing	processes	of	movement	and	changing	social	relationships	of	the	collection	outlined	above,	the	following	characterisation	of	the	collection	should	be	understood	as	a	vignette,	much	like	those	described	in	the	previous	landscape	chapter	–a	snapshot	of	the	collection	at	a	particular	moment	in	time.	Gosden	and	Marshall	(1999,	170)	have	cautioned	against	attributing	stasis	to	collected	objects,	arguing	instead	that	even	within	the	museum	environment	“such	objects	are	continually	picking	up	new	significances,	connections	and	meanings”.	The	taphonomic	processes	identified	above	
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are	still	very	much	in	action,	and	the	contents	of	the	collection	and	the	social	relations	that	define	it	continue	to	shift	and	evolve.	Indeed,	additional	objects	were	accessioned	into	the	formal	collection	during	the	undertaking	of	this	research,	in	part	as	a	result	of	a	larger	research	project	with	which	this	work	is	associated.	This	is	therefore	not	an	exhaustive	or	definitive	account	but	rather	a	singular	biographical	moment	in	the	ongoing	life	of	the	collection.	The	collection	that	is	characterised	and	defined	here	is	the	collection	in	its	present	state,	not	its	ever-elusive	‘final’	one.		
5.4.1 Categorising	the	Collection	At	the	time	of	writing,	the	catalogue	for	the	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	collection	(“Sydney	Quarantine	Station	Moveable	Heritage	Collection	on	eHive”	2016)	contains	2661	entries.	However,	many	of	these	entries	represent	multiple	similar	or	identical	objects,	bringing	the	total	number	of	objects	in	the	collection	to	6143	(see	Appendix	2).	This	makes	the	North	Head	collection	the	most	extensive	quarantine	collection	in	the	country	–	however	it	should	be	noted	that	the	total	number	of	objects	remaining	in	the	collection	is	roughly	equal	to	the	number	of	items	that	entered	the	Quarantine	Station	during	a	single	quarantine	episode	in	1881.	Using	Nomenclature’s	hierarchical	system,	objects	were	first	placed	into	one	of	the	following	ten	categories:	Structures:	“Artefacts	originally	created	to	define	space	for	human	activities	or	to	be	used	as	components	of	space	defining	activities”	(Blackaby	et	al.	1995,	III–1).	Furnishings:	“Artefacts	originally	created	to	facilitate	human	activity	and	to	provide	for	physical	needs	of	people	generally	by	offering	comfort,	convenience,	or	protection.”	(Blackaby	et	al.	1995,	III–2).	Personal	artefacts:	“Artefacts	originally	created	to	serve	the	personal	needs	of	an	individual	[such]	as	clothing,	adornment,	body	protection,	or	an	aid	for	grooming”	(Blackaby	et	al.	1995,	III–4).	Tools	and	equipment	for	materials:	“Tools,	equipment,	and	supplies	originally	created	to	manage,	oversee,	capture,	harvest,	or	collect	resources	and	to	transform	or	modify	particular	materials,	both	raw	and	processed”	(Blackaby	et	al.	1995,	III–5).	Tools	and	equipment	for	science	and	technology:	“Tools,	equipment,	and	supplies	used	for	the	observation	of	natural	phenomena	or	to	apply	knowledge	gained	from	such	phenomena”	(Blackaby	et	al.	1995,	III–11).	Tools	and	equipment	for	communication:	“Tools,	equipment,	and	supplies	used	to	enable	communication”	(Blackaby	et	al.	1995,	III–15).	Distribution	and	transportation	artefacts:	“Artefacts	originally	created	to	transport	or	distribute	animate	and	inanimate	things”	(Blackaby	et	al.	1995,	III–17).	
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Communication	artefacts:	“Artefacts	originally	created	as	expressions	of	human	thought”	(Blackaby	et	al.	1995,	III–19).	Recreational	artefacts:	“Artefacts	originally	created	to	be	used	as	toys	or	to	carry	on	the	activities	of	sports,	games,	gambling,	or	public	entertainment”	(Blackaby	et	al.	1995,	III–21).	Unclassifiable	artefacts:	“Artefacts	originally	created	to	serve	a	purpose	that	cannot	be	identified	at	the	time	the	object	is	catalogued”	(Blackaby	et	al.	1995,	III–22).	The	distribution	of	objects	across	these	categories	was	found	to	be	extremely	uneven.	As	clearly	indicated	in	Table	5.5,	the	largest	category	of	objects	is	tools	and	equipment	for	materials,	encompassing	just	over	50%	of	the	collection.	Other	dominant	categories	are	furnishings	and	tools	and	equipment	for	science	and	technology,	which	make	up	19.73%	and	12.26%	of	the	collection	respectively.	By	contrast,	the	remaining	seven	categories	collectively	make	up	just	17.03%	of	the	collection.	The	composition	of	each	category,	and	their	implications,	are	considered	below.			Table	5.5	Quantity	of	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	collection	objects	by	category	
	
5.4.2 Classifying	the	Collection	Structures	Structures	are	one	of	the	smallest	categories	in	the	collection,	consisting	of	just	31	items	(0.50%	of	the	total	collection).	However,	this	result	somewhat	belies	the	nature	of	the	site	itself.	Structures	are	not	present	within	the	collection	not	because	they	no	longer	exist,	but	rather	because	they	remain	in	situ	and	thus	have	been	considered	a	component	of	the	landscape	rather	than	being	incorporated	into	the	heritage	collection.	
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The	solitary	‘building’	in	the	collection	is	actually	a	tent	pole,	classified	as	such	through	the	Nomenclature	system	because	it	is	a	component	of	a	structure	“originally	created	primarily	to	provide	or	define	a	space	with	a	controllable	climate	–	usually	through	enclosure	–	for	human	activities”	(Blackaby	et	al.	1995,	III–1).	This	is	representative	of	a	less	tangible	and	more	transient	form	of	accommodation	than	those	documented	in	the	previous	chapter,	but	one	which	nevertheless	played	an	important	role	in	both	accommodating	and	physically	and	socially	segregating	people	in	quarantine.	In	addition	to	site	features	and	building	components	such	as	cisterns,	a	water	tank,	tiles	and	windowpane,	the	category	also	includes	a	number	of	gates	and	fence	posts	that	have	been	removed	from	the	quarantine	landscape.	Their	presence	within	the	collection	helps	to	provide	tangible	supporting	evidence	for	claims	made	about	the	use	of	such	features	within	the	landscape	in	the	previous	chapter.		Table	5.6	Quantity	of	structures	in	the	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	collection	
	Furnishings	Furnishings	are	the	second	largest	category	in	the	collection,	encompassing	1212	individual	objects,	or	19.73%	of	the	total	collection.	Given	the	evidence	provided	in	the	biography	above	that	large	quantities	of	furniture	were	disposed	of	following	the	Station’s	closure,	as	well	as	the	testimony	that	bedding	was	routinely	burned	to	prevent	the	spread	of	disease,	we	can	confidently	conclude	that	while	furnishings	are	strongly	represented,	what	remains	within	the	collection	is	only	a	small	portion	of	what	was	originally	present	at	the	site.	
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125		
Table	5.7	Quantity	of	furnishings	in	the	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	collection	
	Personal	artefacts	Personal	effects	have	previously	been	identified	as	a	gap	within	the	collection	(Sydney	Artefacts	Conservation	2007),	and	the	present	analysis	found	that	personal	artefacts	constitute	just	1.58%	of	the	collection	(97	objects).	Of	these,	the	clothing	and	personal	gear	relate	primarily	to	staff	rather	than	to	individuals	in	quarantine.	Although	they	fall	into	the	category	of	personal	artefacts	within	the	Nomenclature	system,	the	toilet	articles	relate	to	hygiene	and	are	also	not	indicative	of	individuals.		Although	large	quantities	of	clothing	were	entering	the	site	(see	Table	5.2&Table	5.3),	like	bedding	it	was	routinely	burned	at	the	Station	to	prevent	the	transmission	of	disease,	and	any	articles	that	were	not	destroyed	are	likely	to	have	been	taken	by	staff	or	patients	at	the	end	of	their	stay	at	the	site.	The	clothing	that	remains	in	the	collection	is	primarily	uniform	items	as	well	as	smocks	and	aprons	worn	by	medical	staff	during	their	duties.	Table	5.8	Quantity	of	personal	artefacts	in	the	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	collection	 	
	Tools	and	equipment	for	materials	Tools	and	equipment	for	materials	are	the	largest	category	of	objects	in	the	collection	by	a	significant	margin,	making	up	50.98%	of	the	total	(3132	objects).	This	category	includes	tools	for	agricultural	and	other	purposes,	which	can	be	seen	as	indicative	of	the	
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need	for	self-sufficiency	at	the	Quarantine	Station	when	they	were	in	periods	of	quarantine	and	thus	isolated	from	the	outside	world.		Most	significantly,	this	category	is	composed	almost	entirely	of	tools	and	equipment	for	the	processing	and	service	of	food,	which	combined	make	up	96.61%	of	this	category,	or	49.26%	of	the	total	collection,	underscoring	the	realities	of	providing	for	the	large	numbers	of	people	who	passed	through	the	station.	The	availability,	quality	and	variety	of	food	was	a	frequent	concern	within	the	Station	(Street	et	al.	1882),	the	extent	to	which	it	was	in	the	forefront	of	passengers’	minds	perhaps	attested	to	by	an	inscription	at	the	site	that	reads	“in	loving	memory	of	Irish	stew”.	Food	itself	may	be	absent	from	the	collection,	but	these	objects	act	as	signifiers	for	food	and	for	the	social	meaning	it	took	on	within	the	quarantine	context,	not	only	providing	nutrition	but	also	playing	a	role	in	both	medical	treatment	and	social	organisation.		Table	5.9	Quantity	of	tools	and	equipment	for	materials	in	the	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	collection	
	Tools	and	equipment	for	science	and	technology	Tools	and	equipment	for	science	and	technology	is	the	third	largest	category	in	the	collection,	incorporating	753	objects	(12.26%	of	the	total	collection).	Medical	and	psychological	tools	and	equipment	make	up	more	than	half	the	category	(441	objects,	or	58.57%).	Although	Nomenclature	does	not	classify	them	as	such,	many	of	the	objects	in	the	biological,	chemical,	optical,	and	weights	and	measures	classifications	are	also	likely	to	have	medical	functions,	albeit	in	a	laboratory	context	rather	than	on	the	hospital	ward.	However,	while	medical	objects	make	up	a	large	proportion	of	the	category,	they	only	constitute	7.17%	of	the	collection	in	its	totality,	a	number	we	might	consider	quite	
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low	given	that	this	is	an	institution	whose	function	is	the	management	and	eradication	of	disease.		Although	they	only	constitute	a	very	small	portion	of	the	category,	also	of	note	are	the	armaments	(3,	or	0.40%	of	the	category)	and	regulative	and	protective	tools	and	equipment	(9,	or	1.20%	of	the	category),	which	speak	to	the	need	for	security	and	the	regulation	of	movement	at	the	site,	as	discussed	in	the	previous	chapter.	Table	5.10	Quantity	of	tools	and	equipment	for	science	and	technology	in	the	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	collection	
	Tools	and	equipment	for	communication	There	are	188	tools	and	equipment	for	communication	in	the	collection	(3.06%	of	the	total).	The	largest	classification	is	visual	communication,	which	consists	mostly	of	signs	used	around	the	station	and	at	its	boundaries.	These	objects	speak	to	the	importance	of	communication	with	the	outside	world	when	the	Station	was	isolated	during	quarantine	episodes,	as	well	as	the	demarcation	of	zones	that	were	inaccessible	or	restricted	due	to	the	presence	of	disease.	
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Table	5.11	Quantity	of	tools	and	equipment	for	communication	in	the	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	collection	
	Distribution	and	transportation	artefacts	Distribution	and	transportation	artefacts	make	up	3.04%	of	the	total	collection,	or	187	objects.	The	vast	majority	of	these	are	containers,	a	classification	which	refers	to	vessels	without	a	specialised	function,	or	where	the	specific	function	cannot	be	confidently	identified.	The	majority	of	the	147	containers	included	here	are	bottles	that	are	likely	to	have	been	used	either	for	drinks	or	condiments,	for	medicines,	or	for	chemicals	used	in	the	laboratory,	but	whose	specific	function	cannot	be	determined.		The	remaining	objects	relate	to	the	ways	in	which	objects	and	people	moved	into	and	out	of	the	Station,	in	the	case	of	water	transportation,	and	throughout	the	quarantine	landscape,	in	the	case	of	rail	and	land	transportation.	If	the	biography	of	the	Quarantine	Station	collection	was	concerned	with	the	physical	and	social	movement	of	quarantine	objects,	the	objects	in	this	category	provide	an	insight	into	some	of	the	ways	in	which	that	movement	occurred.	Water	transport	brought	people	and	supplies	in	and	out	of	the	Station,	and	rail	and	land	transportation	distributed	them	throughout	the	landscape.	The	land	transportation	in	particular	is	of	interest	because	it	consists	primarily	of	luggage	trolleys,	which	can	be	viewed	as	a	signifier	for	the	suitcases	and	personal	belongings	that	are	otherwise	largely	absent	from	the	collection.	The	objects	in	this	category	are	interesting	in	that	they	are	artefacts	themselves	but	also	speak	to	the	mobility	and	itineraries	of	other	objects.	Warnier	(2006,	190)	has	argued	that	containers	are	a	particularly	significant	class	of	object,	as	a	result	of	their	“ability	to	contain,	and	to	designate	inside	and	outside”	(Burrell	2008,	363).	In	this	sense,	fences,	officially	categorised	as	structures,	might	also	be	understood	as	a	form	of	container,	for	people	and	the	disease	they	represented.	
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Table	5.12	Quantity	of	distribution	and	transportation	artefacts	in	the	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	collection	
	Communication	artefacts	There	are	261	objects	classified	as	communication	artefacts,	or	4.25%	of	the	total	collection.	The	majority	of	these	are	documentary	artefacts,	primarily	books,	which	speak	to	the	regulations	in	place	at	the	Station	and	the	kinds	of	medical	knowledge	that	were	available	to	staff.	Personal	symbols	consist	of	badges,	epaulets	and	patches	identifying	Commonwealth	Quarantine	Service	staff.	While	Nomenclature	defines	these	as	personal	symbols,	it	would	perhaps	be	more	accurate	to	consider	them	institutional	symbols,	indicative	of	status	and	social	differentiation	within	the	site.	The	ceremonial	artefacts	are	primarily	headstones	and	grave	markers,	the	presence	of	which	within	the	Quarantine	Station	collection	is	interesting.	These	are	objects	that	were	intended	to	remain	static	and	permanently	in	place,	and	yet	while	the	individual	(and	disease)	they	signified	was	stagnant,	the	grave	markers	themselves	were	moved	and	relocated	around	the	site,	before	eventually	entering	the	formal	collection.	Table	5.13	Quantity	of	communication	artefacts	in	the	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	collection	
	Recreational	artefacts	Along	with	structures,	recreational	artefacts	are	the	smallest	category	in	the	collection,	representing	just	31	objects	(0.50%).	The	toys	in	the	collection	include	quoits	such	as	
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those	supplied	to	the	Quarantine	Station	during	the	1881	smallpox	quarantine	episode	(Table	5.2).	These	speak	to	the	presence	of	children	on	the	site,	and	to	the	need	for	entertainment	to	pass	the	time,	although	whether	these	were	used	primarily	by	quarantined	passengers	or	by	staff	and	their	families	is	unclear.	Historical	accounts	also	indicate	that	games	such	as	cricket	and	football	were	played	at	the	site	(“Quarantine	Station”	1913).	Table	5.14	Quantity	of	recreational	artefacts	in	the	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	collection	
	Unclassifiable	artefacts	The	final	category	of	unclassifiable	artefacts	contains	251	objects,	or	4.09%	of	the	total	collection.	There	are	three	classifications	within	this	category.	Just	29	artefact	remnants	(whose	original	form	and	function	could	not	be	determined)	were	identified	within	the	collection.	While	these	are	common	in	excavated	assemblages,	the	nature	of	the	North	Head	collection	and	the	processes	by	which	it	was	created	means	that	artefact	remnants	are	more	likely	to	have	been	discarded	than	accessioned	into	the	collection.	The	majority	of	unclassifiable	artefacts	are	objects	which	are	intact	but	where	their	function	is	unknown.	These	are	for	the	most	part	tools	of	some	description	and	should	likely	be	in	the	tools	and	equipment	for	materials	category.	A	number	of	metal	pegs	and	rods	may	also	relate	to	the	tents	that	were	used	for	accommodation	at	the	site.	The	final	classification,	multiple	use	artefacts,	represents	tools	such	as	hammers	which	have	a	number	of	functions	and	hence	cannot	be	categorised	within	the	Nomenclature	hierarchy.		Table	5.15	Quantity	of	unclassifiable	artefacts	in	the	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	collection	
	
5.5 Conclusion	The	above	functional	analysis	enables	the	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	collection	to	be	disassembled	and	its	composition	considered	in	a	more	structured	way.	But	what	does	it	mean	for	this	grouping	of	objects	to	be	assembled	together	in	such	a	way?	
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Breaking	the	collection	down	in	this	way	highlights	the	presences	and	absences	within	it.	The	collection	is	overwhelming	dominated	by	furnishings	and	by	objects	relating	to	the	preparation	and	service	of	food.	This	is	a	testament	not	only	to	the	ability	of	these	items	to	survive	and	endure,	but	also	to	the	sheer	volume	of	such	items	that	was	required	to	provision	an	institution	of	this	size	and	nature.	Conversely,	items	of	a	more	personal	nature	are	largely	absent	from	the	collection,	and	those	that	do	exist	relate	primarily	to	staff	rather	than	passengers,	reflecting	the	highly	transitory	nature	of	their	tenure	within	the	Quarantine	Station.	Putting	the	content	of	the	collection	within	the	context	of	its	biography,	we	can	see	the	extent	to	which	the	collection	reflects	the	ways	in	which	the	Quarantine	Station	operated.	One	important	feature	that	differentiates	the	processes	identified	here	from	more	orthodox	taphonomic	processes	is	that	they	are	not	solely	post-depositional,	but	rather	take	place	during,	and	as	an	intrinsic	part	of,	the	practice	of	quarantine.	Absences	within	the	collection	are	determined	as	much	by	the	processes	and	practices	of	quarantine	as	they	are	by	subsequent	decay	and	acts	of	curation,	making	those	absences	as	reflective	of	the	practice	of	quarantine	as	the	objects	that	are	present.		One	group	of	objects	which,	while	not	absent,	is	perhaps	not	as	plentiful	as	might	be	anticipated,	is	medical	tools	and	equipment.	This	is	not	an	anomaly	but	rather	a	consequence	of	a	functional	analysis	which,	while	a	useful	tool	for	clarifying	what	is	present,	cannot	fully	capture	the	significance	of	many	objects	within	the	Quarantine	Station.	One	issue	that	arises	here,	and	is	a	common	problem	with	functional	analysis,	is	artefact	polyfunctionality	(Brooks	2005,	10).	While	the	originally	intended	function	of	an	object	(the	characteristic	that	Nomenclature	is	concerned	with)	may	not	have	been	medical,	many	objects	take	on	medical	functions	within	the	quarantine	environment	(echoing	the	findings	of	I.	Smith	and	Garland	2012,	61).	For	example,	the	provision	of	alcohol,	represented	within	the	collection	by	bottles,	glasses	and	decanters,	was	not	provided	merely	as	a	luxury	or	to	placate	those	detained	in	quarantine,	but	rather	was	intended	to	be	medicinal.	The	extent	to	which	the	presence	of	disease	complicates	and	subverts	many	of	the	straightforward	functional	classifications	presented	here	will	be	further	explored	within	the	next	chapter.	The	following	chapter	moves	from	this	broad-scale	examination	of	the	current	composition	of	the	collection	and	the	taphonomic	processes	that	have	created	it,	to	a	closer	consideration	of	a	number	of	individual	objects.	In	doing	so,	it	builds	on	many	of	the	issues	and	ideas	raised	here,	problematising	the	functional	understanding	of	the	collection	by	exploring	the	ways	in	which	disease	is	entangled	within	the	quarantine	assemblage.				 	
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Chapter	6: Quarantined	Objects	
6.1 Introduction	The	suitcase	which	opened	the	previous	chapter	also	provides	an	apposite	analogy	for	introducing	this	one.	As	Warnier	(2006,	190)	has	argued,	luggage	falls	into	an	interesting	class	of	object	for	its	ability	to	contain	other	objects.	As	a	result,	the	suitcase	can	be	understood	both	as	an	artefact	in	its	own	right,	and	as	a	vessel	which	encloses	the	items	its	owner	has	selected	to	carry.	This	enclosure	creates	a	collection	of	sorts,	defined	and	delineated	by	the	suitcase	itself,	as	exemplified	previously	by	the	inventory	of	personal	effects	of	Stephen	Jones,	a	passenger	on	the	Samuel	Plimsoll	in	1879	(Figure	5.3	and	Table	5.1).	If	the	previous	chapter	is	said	to	have	considered	the	suitcase	as	a	whole,	this	chapter	opens	it	up	and	unpacks	the	objects	within.	The	preceding	analysis	demonstrated	that,	when	understood	from	a	functional	perspective,	the	collection	is	institutional	and	at	times	mundane.	While	medical	and	pharmaceutical	objects	are	present,	the	majority	of	the	collection	consists	of	the	utilitarian	items	required	for	the	operation	and	upkeep	of	any	institution	charged	with	supporting	a	potentially	sizeable	population.	By	examining	a	number	of	individual	objects,	this	chapter	complicates	and	subverts	this	characterisation	of	the	collection,	demonstrating	how	disease	is	present	in	almost	every	part	of	the	collection.	Building	on	Stanley’s	(1989)	idea	of	museum	collections	being	“contaminated”	by	the	people	involved	in	their	creation,	I	argue	here	that	the	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	collection	was	not	only	metaphorically	contaminated,	but	was	also	understood	as	literally	contaminated.	This	approach	might	be	considered	an	‘epidemiology’	of	the	collection,	tracing	a	range	of	relations	between	object,	person,	place,	and	disease,	to	demonstrate	how	disease	is	distributed	and	entangled	throughout	the	assemblage.	Although	specifically	applicable	to	the	historical	context	of	quarantine,	I	will	argue	in	subsequent	chapters	that	analogous	characterisations	may	aid	in	interpreting	the	archaeological	assemblages	shaped	by	diverse	institutional	forms.	
6.2 Approaching	the	Object	The	discussion	that	follows	explores	the	relationships	between	objects	and	disease	through	a	series	of	four	case	studies.	Each	begins	with	a	single	object:	a	headstone,	a	wax	cast,	a	mail	fumigator,	and	a	dinner	plate.	These	artefacts	have	been	selected	because	each	demonstrates	a	particular	relationship	between	object	and	disease.	In	some	instances	these	objects	are	unique,	whereas	others	represent	a	whole	class	within	the	collection.	Regardless,	the	concepts	that	emerge	from	each	are	instructive	of	how	the	Quarantine	Station’s	collection	might	be	more	fully	understood.	Through	a	discussion	of	each	object’s	material	attributes,	history,	and	association	with	North	Head	Quarantine	Station,	four	distinct	object-disease	relations	emerge,	each	traceable	throughout	the	collection	and	landscape	of	quarantine.	This	analysis	
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corresponds	with	a	suite	of	recent	articles	inspired	by	Deetz	(1996),	elaborating	small	finds	and	the	ways	in	which	they	derive	meaning	from	their	cultural	contexts	(MacDonald	2016,	641).	These	include	Coleman’s	(2016)	exploration	of	Toronto’s	history	through	a	ceramic	toothpaste	pot,	as	an	indicator	of	changing	standards	of	hygiene	and	cleanliness	in	the	nineteenth	century,	and	McGuire’s	(2016)	study	of	mustard	powder	bottles	as	evidence	of	intersecting	foodways	and	medical	practices.	Likewise,	Carnevale	et	al.’s	(2016)	investigation	of	the	history	of	women’s	health	and	fertility	rights	begins	with	a	small	glass	bottle	labelled	‘Sir	J.	Clarke’s	Female	Pills”.		The	studies	in	this	chapter,	while	not	strictly	object	biographies,	nevertheless	draw	upon	biographical	approaches	in	moving	beyond	merely	material	histories	of	artefacts.	I	also	invoke	their	social	lives:	the	ways	in	which	each	item	interacted	with	people	and	with	other	objects.	While	in	some	instances	the	connection	between	object	and	disease	is	obvious,	in	others	it	is	exposed	only	through	an	understanding	of	the	object’s	context	within	the	Quarantine	Station	and	within	historical	conceptions	of	disease.	These	studies	might	be	better	described	as	object	‘diagnoses’,	explicating	the	physical	and	cultural	relationships	between	objects	and	disease.	
6.3 Objects	locate	disease	
	Figure	6.1	The	headstone	of	Peter	McNeil	(died	1838)	on	display	in	the	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	Visitor	Centre	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	
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Cemeteries	and	funerary	monuments	can	be	important	sources	for	understanding	historical	attitudes	towards	and	perceptions	of	public	health	(Mytum	1989).	It	is	therefore	fitting	that	this	chapter	commences	with	just	such	an	object:	a	headstone.	This	item	(object	number	QS2007.279)	is	one	of	30	headstones	in	the	North	Head	collection,	which	also	contains	22	wooden	grave	markers.	The	headstone	in	question	here	(Figure	6.1)	is	an	upright	slab	or	tablet	with	a	tripartite	shape,	similar	to	what	Buckham	(2000,	188)	terms	a	vestigial	scroll	form.	The	headstone	is	made	from	local	sandstone,	as	was	common	in	Sydney	throughout	the	nineteenth	and	early	twentieth	centuries	(Janson	2015,	38;	Gilbert	1980).	There	are	no	motifs	or	other	decoration	on	the	headstone,	with	almost	the	entirety	of	available	space	occupied	by	engraved	text.	The	unusually	extensive	inscription	on	the	headstone	reads:	BENEATH	REPOSE	THE	REMAINS	OF		PETER	MCNEIL	A	NATIVE	OF	DINDINNIE	NEAR	STRANRAER,	WIGTONSHIRE,	IN	THE	SOUTH	WEST	OF	SCOTLAND	-----	Mr	McNeil	died,	after	a	brief	illness	of	only	eight	days	duration,	of	typhus		fever,	contracted	on	board	the	emigrant	ship	MINERVA,	in	which	vessel	he	was	a		passenger	while	detained	at	the	Quarantine	station,	Spring	Cove,	the	5th	February	1838.	-----	THIS	TABLET	Intended	to	mark	the	spot	which	formed	his	last	earthly	resting	place,	has	been	erected	to	his	memory	by	his	attached	friends	and	brother	Gallovidians	William	Kerr	and	Alexr	McKe(ach)ie	As	the	inscription	notes,	the	headstone	commemorates	Peter	McNeil,	a	Scottish	farmer	who	had	travelled	to	Sydney	aboard	the	Minerva	and,	like	many	of	his	fellow	passengers,	was	struck	down	by	typhus.	Based	on	the	early	date	of	McNeil’s	death	within	the	context	of	the	Quarantine	Station’s	history,	the	headstone	and	accompanying	burial	would	have	been	located	within	the	Station’s	first	burial	ground.	The	peg	shape	in	the	base	of	the	stone	suggests	it	was	intended	to	be	inserted	into	a	formal	grave	footing,	and	was	likely	carved	by	a	professional	mason,	indicating	a	degree	of	organisation	and	structure	in	the	burial	ground	even	at	this	early	stage.	
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The	inscription	evokes	a	strong	sense	of	place,	recognising	McNeil’s	Scottish	heritage	whilst	simultaneously	rooting	his	body	within	the	quarantine	landscape.	The	detailed	articulation	of	McNeil’s	place	of	origin	echoes	a	study	of	colonial	Tasmania	which	argues	that	Scots	were	particularly	likely	to	emphasise	their	national	and	regional	identities	in	headstone	inscriptions,	the	latter	often	taken	precedence	over	the	former(Straw	2012).	The	use	of	expressions	such	as	“native	of”,	as	found	on	McNeil’s	marker,	was	a	further	“signifier	of	connection	to	a	former	home”	(Straw	2012,	97),	while	the	reference	to	emigration	has	class	implications,	indicating	elective	migration	rather	than	convict	transportation	(Straw	2012,	99).	For	Peter	McNeil,	whose	death	arrested	the	transition	from	emigrant	to	immigrant,	these	connections	have	particular	poignancy.		Through	the	phrases	“beneath	repose	the	remains”	and	“intended	to	mark	the	spot”,	the	inscription	emphasises	the	location	of	the	headstone	itself,	and	its	proximal	relationship	to	the	body	whose	position	it	marks	(a	more	prosaic	example	from	another	headstone	in	the	collection	reads	simply	“ALFRED	SPEED	BURIED	HERE	1841”	[Figure	6.2]).	These	phrases	are	reminiscent	of	what	Mytum	(2004,	171)	terms	‘warning	epitaphs’,	which	draw	explicit	focus	on	the	location	and	decay	of	the	corpse.	The	inscription	signals	the	importance	of	both	the	location	of	the	headstone	within	the	landscape,	and	the	relationship	between	headstone	and	body.	This	correspondence	is	further	reinforced	by	the	materiality	of	the	headstone;	far	from	a	temporary	or	insubstantial	grave	marker,	the	sandstone	from	which	it	is	constructed	is	heavy	and	solid,	suggesting	permanence	and	immovability.	The	monument	thus	semiotically	and	materially	‘fixes’	the	remembrance	of	Peter	McNeil	within	space.	
	Figure	6.2	The	headstone	of	Alfred	Speed	(died	1841),	in	the	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	Visitor	Centre	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	
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Another	noteworthy	aspect	of	the	McNeil	inscription	is	the	reference	to	the	cause	of	death	–	typhus	fever.	Such	an	inclusion	within	the	content	of	a	grave	marker	is	relatively	unusual.	This	is	the	only	example	within	the	Quarantine	Station	collection	that	lists	the	cause	of	death;	only	one	other	extant	example	–	citing	bubonic	plague	–	has	been	identified	in	the	Station’s	Third	Cemetery	(Janson	2015,	65).	Mytum	(2004,	154–155)	has	suggested	that	the	identification	of	cause	of	death	usually	occurs	when	the	manner	of	death	is	particularly	unusual	or	traumatic.	Dying	in	quarantine	just	days	after	arriving	in	Australia,	on	the	other	side	of	the	world	from	home,	would	certainly	seem	to	qualify.	Similarly	to	the	epitaphs	discussed	above,	the	cause	of	death	could	serve	as	a	reminder	of	mortality	and	a	warning	of	the	threat,	and	potential	outcome,	of	disease.	Part	of	the	value	of	archaeological	studies	of	grave	markers	lies	in	revealing	which	aspects	of	the	deceased	were	considered	to	be	“culturally	important”,	through	a	consideration	of	the	descriptors	that	are	included	or	omitted	(Mytum	2004,	137).	Through	the	information	they	include,	headstones	“help	to	create	a	contextually	specific	identity”	(Petts	2003,	195).	For	Peter	McNeil,	identity	as	portrayed	on	his	headstone	centres	on	two	characteristics	–	his	national	identity	and	regional	affiliations,	and	his	disease.		The	reference	to	disease	and	emphatic	emplacement	of	the	headstone	via	its	inscription	are	suggestive	of	its	cultural	role.	Petts	(2003,	195)	reminds	us	that	in	addition	to	facilitating	and	materialising	the	act	of	remembrance,	headstones	“reproduce	and	recreate	social	knowledge	…	about	the	dead	individuals	and	the	context	of	their	burial	to	those	at	a	distance,	both	physical	and	chronological”.	While	other	surviving	examples	of	grave	markers	do	not	so	explicitly	highlight	the	cause	of	death	as	does	McNeil’s,	their	very	presence	within	a	quarantine	burial	ground	was	nevertheless	a	likely	indicator	of	the	diseased	identity	of	the	deceased.		Within	the	context	of	quarantine,	the	social	knowledge	created	by	grave	markers	was	the	presence	(and	threat)	of	diseased	bodies	–	not	only	in	an	abstract	sense	but	as	tangibly	embedded	within	the	earth.	The	act	of	internment	contained	the	risk	of	disease,	but	did	not	nullify	it.	Positioned	within	the	healthy	ground,	any	breach	of	the	burial’s	confinement	of	disease	carried	the	potential	to	contaminate	the	nominally	clean	area.	Within	the	quarantine	landscape,	headstones	stood	as	a	beacon,	materialising	disease	via	its	morbid	consequences.	The	grave	markers	acted	as	a	way	of	marking	and	fixing	a	memory	–	of	both	an	individual	and	a	disease	–	in	space	and	time.	While	memorials	are	often	assumed	to	be	fixed	in	place,	this	is	often	not	the	reality	(Mytum	2004,	185).	Indeed,	the	Quarantine	Station’s	grave	markers	–	including	Peter	McNeil’s	headstone	–	are	currently	out	of	place.	The	remains	of	the	individuals	they	commemorate	have	not	been	exhumed,	but	the	direct	spatial	connection	between	body	and	marker	has	been	severed.		What	happens	when	such	‘embedded’	objects	are	no	longer	fixed	but	become	mobile?	Artefacts	that	were	intended	to	remain	in	place	have	instead	circulated	throughout	the	site	–	first	as	burial	grounds	were	superseded,	then	as	formal	elements	of	the	museum	
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collection,	literally	‘moveable	heritage’.	Where	previously	they	denoted	a	potential	threat,	their	current	location	–	variously	in	storage	with	restricted	access,	or	displayed	behind	sheets	of	glass	–	indicates	the	extent	to	which	they	have	been	rendered	safe	and	inert.	No	longer	protecting	the	living,	the	quarantine	monuments	themselves	now	require	protection.		Other	classes	of	objects	within	the	Quarantine	Station	functioned	in	similar	ways.	For	example,	the	stone	cairns	which	dotted	its	early	boundary	marked	both	the	limits	of	socially	controlled	space	and	the	wilderness	beyond.	But	to	those	outside	the	Station,	these	pillars	signalled	the	threat	of	disease	that	lay	within.	As	more	formal,	and	forceful,	boundaries	were	erected	around	the	Station,	official	signage	rendered	such	warnings	more	explicit.	While	these	objects	did	not	have	the	same	direct	connection	with	the	diseased	body	as	did	grave	markers,	their	function	was	nonetheless	similar.	If	headstones	signalled	the	presence	of	diseased	bodies	embedded	within	the	earth,	boundary	signs	and	landmarks	warned	of	the	presence	of	diseased	bodies	in	the	‘contaminated’	landscape.	One	class	of	objects	which	cuts	across	the	categories	established	within	the	previous	chapter	is	what	might	be	termed	‘branded’	objects.	Within	the	current	collection,	107	objects	were	identified	as	featuring	some	form	of	quarantine-related	branding.	This	includes	the	initials	‘QS’	(often	accompanied	by	a	broadarrow	to	signify	government	ownership),	‘Australian	Department	of	Health’,	‘Commonwealth	Department	of	Health’,	‘Australian	Quarantine	and	Inspection	Service’,	‘Australian	Quarantine	Service’,	‘Commonwealth	of	Australia’,	and	‘North	Head	Quarantine	Station’.	In	addition	to	these	‘branded’	objects,	the	collection	also	contains	a	number	of	‘branding’	objects	–	stamps	that	imprint	other	objects	with	similar	phrases,	as	well	as	a	literal	branding	iron,	that	inscribes	‘C	D	of	H’	(for	Commonwealth	Department	of	Health).		From	a	historical	perspective,	these	objects	highlight	the	changing	administration	and	ownership	of	the	Quarantine	Station,	and	the	array	of	entanglements	between	the	collection	and	other	governmental	institutions.	For	example,	by	1919	a	standardised	system	for	marking	quarantine	property	at	all	Commonwealth	quarantine	stations	had	been	established	(Cumpston,	Elkington,	and	Robertson	1919).	By	attributing	ownership	to	the	Quarantine	Station,	however,	these	brands	also	implied	an	association	between	the	objects	and	the	disease	that	the	Station	was	tasked	to	control.	In	some	instances,	the	connection	is	more	explicit,	as	in	the	case	of	a	stamp	which	imprinted	the	word	‘DISINFECTED’	–	the	necessary	corollary	being	the	suspect	status	of	objects	which	did	not	carry	its	mark.	These	brands	could	act	as	a	warning,	denoting	a	link	between	the	object	that	bore	them	and	disease.	As	the	following	section	argues,	an	entire	class	of	quarantine	artefacts	functioned	precisely	to	render	such	associations	patent.	
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6.4 Objects	reveal	disease	
	Figure	6.3	Model	of	the	forearm	of	a	smallpox	patient	(Source:	Sydney	Quarantine	Station	Moveable	Heritage	Collection	“QS2007.109.1-2”	2016,	109).	Some	of	the	most	immediately	evocative	objects	in	the	collection	are	a	pair	of	anatomical	models	–	the	hand	and	forearm	of	an	adult	(Figure	6.3),	and	the	face	of	a	baby	(Figure	6.4).	The	latter	has	been	smashed,	likely	as	a	consequence	of	the	processes	of	movement	and	neglect	the	collection	has	been	subject	to.	The	wax	models	are	mounted	on	felt	and	each	is	encased	in	a	cardboard	box	with	a	glass	top	for	viewing.	The	box	containing	the	face	is	labelled	‘varicella’,	suggesting	that	the	baby	was	afflicted	with	chickenpox,	while	marks	along	the	arm	indicate	the	presence	of	smallpox.	
	Figure	6.4	Model	of	the	face	of	a	baby	afflicted	with	chickenpox(Source:	Sydney	Quarantine	Station	Moveable	Heritage	Collection	“QS2007.109.1-2”	2016,	110).	
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These	objects	are	dermatological	moulages,	typically	used	as	a	tool	in	clinical	teaching	(for	a	historical	account	of	the	development	and	use	of	moulages,	see	Schnalke	1988;	Schnalke	1992;	Schnalke	2004).	Moulages	were	cast	directly	from	patients,	with	wax	chosen	as	a	medium	both	for	its	malleability	and	for	its	ability	to	mimic	the	surfaces	of	the	body	(Schnalke	2004,	207).	The	casts	have	then	been	painted	to	reflect	the	yellowed	sickly	skin,	punctuated	by	reddened	areas	of	inflammation,	indicating	the	collision	between	art	and	science	characteristic	of	such	demonstration	items.	The	moulages	in	the	Quarantine	Station’s	collection	date	to	around	1900	and	were	originally	purchased	by	the	University	of	Sydney	(“QS2007.109.1-2”	2016),	once	again	demonstrating	the	entanglements	between	the	two	institutions.		The	purpose	of	these	objects	was	to	facilitate	the	study	and	recognition	of	diseases	such	as	smallpox,	while	removing	the	need	to	come	into	direct	contact	with	the	infected	patient.	Early	attempts	at	photography	were	unable	to	capture	the	true	colour	and	texture	of	skin	lesions	(Figure	6.5).	However,	as	photographic	techniques	developed	the	ability	to	more	accurately	render	the	appearance	of	skin	in	the	1940s,	the	use	of	moulages	largely	ceased	(Cooke	2010),	and	photographs	took	on	a	similar	role.	These	objects	made	disease	visible	and	material,	while	simultaneously	rendering	it	benign	and	nullifying	its	threat.		
	Figure	6.5	Face	of	an	unidentified	smallpox	patient	at	North	Head	Quarantine	Station,	circa	1900–1910	(Source:	National	Museum	of	Australia	“Photograph	of	Face	of	Smallpox	Patient”	2017).	
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Photographs	and	models	provide	a	detached	visual	representation	of	disease,	recording	and	immortalising	those	signs	which	are	already	visible	to	the	naked	eye.	By	contrast,	other	objects	in	the	collection	facilitate	a	much	more	direct	image	of	disease,	rendering	visible	that	which	was	hitherto	unseen,	particularly	as	germ	theory	became	more	widely	accepted.	These	objects	include	x-rays	and	microscopes,	both	of	which	are	present	within	the	collection,	allowing	us	to	see	through	and	into	the	diseased	body,	and	to	view	disease	at	a	scale	that	had	not	been	previously	possible.	Also	relevant	are	objects	such	as	sputum	mugs	(Figure	6.6)	and	bedpans,	which	in	collecting	bodily	fluids	and	secretions	not	only	played	a	pragmatic	role	but	also	provided	a	visual	aid	to	diagnosis.		Such	diagnoses	could	be	made	on	a	superficial	level	–	through	an	observation	of	colour,	for	example	–	but	in	many	instances	required	a	microscope,	in	which	case	yet	more	objects	intervened.	The	collected	sputum	(for	example)	might	be	applied	to	a	glass	slide	for	examination	under	the	microscope,	or	placed	into	a	petri	dish	in	order	to	grow	and	observe	any	bacteria	present.	Latour	(1988)	has	spoken	of	the	importance	of	the	laboratory	and	its	technologies	in	‘revealing’	disease,	allowing	the	previously	hidden	microbes	to	be	“isolated	and	nurtured”,	and	thereby	rendered	visible	(Sismondo	2004,	68).	In	doing	so,	they	contributed	to	a	critical	distinction	within	late	nineteenth-century	medicine	known	as	the	ontological	concept	of	disease.	Within	this	paradigm,	disease	was	understood	not	as	arising	internally	–from	an	unbalanced	constitution	with	the	afflicted	person	–		but	rather	via	a	discrete	entity	that	invaded	the	patient	and	could	be	cured	by	its	removal	(Temkin	1963).	As	a	consequence,	quarantine	artefacts	such	as	the	sputum	mug	and	microscope	are	entangled	not	only	with	disease,	but	with	each	other.	They	worked	in	tandem	not	simply	to	document	the	corporeal	manifestations	of	disease,	but	to	view	its	causes	in	isolation,	externally	from	the	body.	
	Figure	6.6	Sputum	mug	in	the	Quarantine	Station	collection	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	
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A	final	‘object’	–	or,	in	this	instance,	building	–	worthy	of	discussion	here	is	the	mortuary.	Prior	(2003,	77)	has	spoken	of	at	least	three	different	sites	at	which	disease	“can	be	made	visible”	–	the	imaging	suite,	the	clinic,	and	the	mortuary.	The	Quarantine	Station’s	extant	mortuary	replaced	an	earlier	structure	dating	from	the	1870s	(Paul	Davies	Pty	Ltd	2001,	vol.	5).	Constructed	in	1916	as	part	of	a	modernisation	of	the	institution,	it	is	located	at	the	edge	of	the	hospital	grounds.	This	mortuary	remains	largely	intact,	and	a	number	of	instruments	relating	to	autopsy	are	also	held	within	the	collection.	In	contrast	with	the	predominantly	timber	buildings	elsewhere	at	the	site,	the	mortuary	is	a	single-storey	brick	building	with	internal	concrete	slab	floors,	reflecting	an	emergent	need	for	non-porous,	cleanable	surfaces	in	the	wake	of	germ	theory.	In	addition	to	the	room	set	aside	for	the	examination	of	the	dead,	the	building	also	housed	the	laboratory.	Taken	together,	these	spaces	centralised	the	study	and	diagnosis	of	disease	at	the	Quarantine	Station	in	the	twentieth	century,	allowing	its	observation	in	both	the	living	and	the	dead.	If	the	moulage	visually	represents	disease	from	a	distance,	and	the	microscope	reveals	disease	in	isolation,	it	is	the	mortuary	that	makes	disease	visible	within	the	body	itself.	It	is	worth	pausing	to	consider	what	it	means	for	an	object	to	make	disease	‘visible’,	and	indeed	what	is	being	made	visible.	Science	and	technology	scholars	have	argued	that	“the	world	of	nature	is	never	immediately	visible	but	has	to	be	made	and	manufactured	in	order	to	be	seen”	(Prior	2003,	74;	see	also	Latour	and	Woolgar	1986;	Bastide	1990;	Lynch	1990;	G.	Myers	1990;	Rapp	2000).		Latour	(1988)	has	demonstrated	how	Louis	Pasteur	used	the	microscope,	and	the	laboratory	more	generally,	not	just	to	see	the	microbe,	but	to	define	it	(Sismondo	2004,	68).	Similarly,	Robert	Boyle’s	air	pump,	in	revealing	previously	unseen	properties	of	air,	was	“a	means	of	intellectual	production”	(Schaffer	and	Shapin	2011,	26).		The	quarantine	objects	highlighted	here	thus	mark	an	important	transition	–	not	only	in	the	ontology	of	disease,	but	in	medical	authority	within	the	institution.	Diagnostic	objects	do	not	unambiguously	reveal	disease;	rather	they	create	and	define	it,	such	that	“what	the	disease	‘is’	changes	according	to	the	availability	of	the	images”	(Prior	2003,	74).	Where	once	diagnosis	involved	a	direct	interrogation	of	physical	signs	and	symptoms,	the	intervention	of	these	artefacts	enacted	a	level	of	remove,	rendering	disease	visible	specifically	to	trained	bacteriologists.	These	shifting	relations	applied	not	only	to	the	visibly	sick,	but	to	the	purportedly	healthy,	as	new	methods	of	testing	facilitated	the	identification	of	symptomless	carriers	of	illness.	Such	procedures	therefore	redefined	not	simply	who	should	be	quarantined,	but	in	which	part	of	the	station	they	should	be	segregated,	and	for	how	long.	Conversely,	as	explored	in	the	following	section,	another	class	of	artefacts	served	to	diminish	the	spatial	and	temporal	impact	of	disease	within	the	quarantine	landscape.	
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6.5 Objects	erase	disease	
	Figure	6.7	Mail	fumigator	on	display	at	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	One	of	the	objects	in	the	collection	whose	function	is	perhaps	less	immediately	apparent	is	a	large	cylindrical	container	with	a	handle,	and	a	conical	lid	which	can	be	clamped	in	place	by	three	screws	around	the	container’s	rim.	A	small	external	tube	with	a	screw	cap	is	affixed	to	one	side	which	leads	into	the	container.	This	receptacle,	which	is	constructed	from	steel,	has	been	painted	red.	The	Royal	coat	of	arms	of	the	United	Kingdom	is	embossed	on	the	front,	and	below	it	the	letters	‘FQ’.	Accompanying	the	container	is	a	wire	basket,	designed	to	fit	comfortably	inside.	The	bottom	of	the	basket	is	raised	by	several	centimetres,	creating	a	shelf	that	would	raise	the	contents	of	the	basket	above	the	base	when	inserted	into	the	container.	This	artefact	is	a	mail	fumigator,	intended	to	destroy	any	agents	of	disease	potentially	carried	by	postal	correspondence.	The	fumigator	would	likely	have	been	used	both	on	mail	from	the	Quarantine	Station	itself,	and	letters	originating	in	foreign	ports	and	
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passing	through	the	Station	on	their	way	to	Sydney.	The	decontamination	of	mail	has	been	undertaken	in	various	forms	since	formalised	quarantine	practices	began	in	the	fifteenth	century	(Meyer	1962,	11).	Although	less	commonly	practised	in	the	present,	it	maintains	a	degree	of	cultural	currency	–	for	example,	as	a	response	to	anthrax	scares	in	the	United	States	in	2001	(Ambrose	2011,	77).		At	North	Head,	the	disinfection	of	correspondence	commenced	when	the	permanent	Quarantine	Station	was	established	in	1837.	While	physical	isolation	was	one	of	the	main	technologies	employed	for	quarantine,	the	practice	of	mail	decontamination	demonstrates	that	the	transmission	of	disease	remained	a	threat	even	at	a	distance.	The	first	Superintendent	of	Quarantine,	James	Spink,	was	instructed	to	treat	all	documents	leaving	the	Station	“by	placing	them	over	burning	sulphur	and	charcoal	and	then	soaking	them	in	vinegar”	(Foley	1995,	31).	A	fumigating	machine	was	purchased	for	the	task	in	1838,	then	upgraded	in	1852	when	the	colonial	Architect	Edmund	Blacket	was	instructed	to	erect	a	building	to	house	the	apparatus	(Foley	1995,	39,	52).	This	multiscalar	manifestation	of	disease	–	from	the	mere	prospect	of	a	contaminated	letter	to	the	construction	of	a	discrete	facility	to	disinfect	it	–	is	prototypical	of	the	quarantine	assemblage,	and	remains	embodied	in	the	surviving	mail	fumigator.	An	embossed	mark	on	the	lid	of	the	fumigator	is	somewhat	difficult	to	read,	but	appears	to	correspond	with	a	label	attached	to	an	almost	identical	mail	fumigator	in	the	collection	of	the	National	Museum	of	Australia,	which	reads	‘A.J.	Nance.	Patentee	Melbourne	Sanitary	Expert’.	While	a	corresponding	patent	has	not	been	identified,	Nance	appears	in	a	range	of	newspaper	articles	between	1890	and	1910,	identified	variously	as	being	in	the	employ	of	the	Sanitory	Engineering	Company	and	the	Victorian	Board	of	Health	(“Small-Pox	in	Melbourne”	1892;	“The	Bubonic	Plague”	1901;	“Vermin	in	Flour	Mills”	1911;	“The	Bubonic	Plague”	1900b;	“The	Brunswick	Case”	1892;	“Fitzroy	City	Council”	1907).	A	1902	article	describes	Nance	as	a	“great	sanitary	expert	…	whose	fumigators	are	extensively	used	throughout	the	Australian	states”	(“Small-Pox	and	Plague”	1902),	a	claim	supported	by	the	presence	of	these	devices	in	collections	associated	with	North	Head,	Torrens	Island	and	Point	Nepean	Quarantine	Stations.	Such	fumigators	were	likely	purchased	to	equip	the	post	offices	constructed	at	a	number	of	Australian	quarantine	stations	in	the	late	nineteenth	century	(Vandervelde	1996,	301).	A	photograph	of	one	fumigator	in	use	at	Torrens	Island	Quarantine	Station	in	1924	(now	in	the	collection	of	the	National	Museum	of	Australia,	“Mail	Fumigator”	2016),	illustrates	the	use	of	the	object	(Figure	6.8).	Sulphur	and	charcoal	were	burned	in	the	base	of	the	container,	producing	fumes	that	would	waft	through	letters	suspended	in	the	wire	basket	just	above.	The	tube	at	the	side	of	the	container	allowed	for	the	addition	of	formalin,	a	formaldehyde	solution	with	disinfectant	properties,	bottles	of	which	are	also	found	in	the	North	Head	collection	(“QS2007.114”	2016,	114;	“QS2009.624”	2016,	624;	“QS2008.761”	2016,	7).	
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	Figure	6.8	Mail	fumigation	paraphernalia	at	Torrens	Island	Quarantine	Station,	1924	(Source:	National	Archives	of	Australia:	D3185,	22).	The	disease	that	the	fumigators	were	intended	to	remove	was	not	visible	on	the	letters,	but	the	effects	of	the	fumigators	themselves	often	were.	In	some	instances	letters	were	punctured	with	holes	in	order	to	allow	the	fumes	to	fully	penetrate	them,	and	seals	or	stamps	(such	as	those	discussed	earlier	in	this	chapter)	were	applied	to	clearly	signify	that	they	had	been	disinfected	(Vandervelde	1996,	301).	The	use	of	steam	or	vinegar	as	a	disinfectant	carried	the	risk	of	smudging	correspondence	to	the	point	of	illegibility	(Ambrose	2011,	82).	The	sulphur	fumes	could	leave	behind	stains	on	paper	(Pearson	and	Miles	1980,	112),	and	the	fire	with	which	those	fumes	were	created	also	often	singed	the	letters.	This	damage	affected	not	only	the	letters	that	were	being	fumigated,	but	also	the	location	in	which	they	were	treated:	scorch	marks	on	the	floor	of	the	post	office	tangibly	fix	the	practice	of	fumigation	in	place	(Figure	6.9).	The	decontamination	of	mail	also	had	less	visible	effects.	The	“sharp,	irritating	odor”	of	the	sulphur	(Ambrose	2011,	82)	resulted,	in	the	evocative	words	of	one	recipient	from	Florida,	in	letters	“smelling	of	hellfire	and	brimstone”	(Pearson	and	Miles	1980,	118).	These	material	consequences	also	conveyed	significant	affective	qualities;	while	many	recipients	of	fumigated	letters	complained	of	the	results,	for	others	they	provided	a	palpable	reassurance	of	the	safety	of	their	mail.	
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	Figure	6.9	Mail	fumigator	in	the	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	post	office,	with	scorch	marks	visible	on	the	floor	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	The	mail	fumigator	pictured	here	is	not	merely	one	in	a	series	of	technologies	aimed	at	decontaminating	mail.	It	also	falls	within	a	broader	class	of	objects	at	the	Quarantine	Station	that	operated	–	in	different	ways	and	upon	diverse	subjects	–	to	remove	disease	and	its	agents.	(Figure	6.10).	As	alluded	to	in	the	previous	chapter,	however,	the	category	of	medical	or	medicinal	objects	is	broader	and	more	complex	than	suggested	by	classification	of	the	collection	on	the	basis	of	the	Nomenclature	system.	In	addition	to	various	bottles	containing	medicines,	serums,	and	disinfectants,	the	collection	also	includes	an	assortment	of	beer,	wine,	whisky	and	other	spirit	bottles.	The	presence	of	alcohol	is	further	attested	to	by	items	including	a	beer	stein,	wine	glasses,	and	a	jug	advertising	White	Horse	whisky.	Frequent	references	to	alcohol	in	the	Royal	Commission	of	1882	(Street	et	al.	1882)	suggest	that	it	played	a	variety	of	roles.	The	provision	of	alcohol	was	intended	to	keep	people	in	quarantine	quiet	and	content,	and	was	also	used	to	induce	the	undertaker’s	assistants	“to	perform	a	disagreeable	duty”	(Street	et	al.	1882,	13).	Chiefly,	however,	alcohol	was	supplied	because	of	its	perceived	medicinal	qualities,	prescribed	to	patients	as	a	stimulant	or	‘restorative’,	therefore	serving	as	another	agent	in	the	elimination	of	disease.		This	multivalent	character	is	particularly	interesting	within	the	context	of	the	archaeology	of	institutions.	Whereas	at	other	forms	of	institutions	the	presence	of	alcohol	has	been	interpreted	as	contraband	or	a	form	of	resistance	to	the	administration	(for	example	Gojak	and	Iacano	1993;	Casella	2001;	A.	Myers	2016,	120),	here	it	was	prescribed	by	those	responsible	for	the	effectiveness	of	the	facility.	
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	Figure	6.10	Bottle	of	Chamberlain's	Cough	Remedy,	and	advertisement	from	1916	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst	[left]	and	“Chamberlain’s	Cough	Remedy	Cures	Coughs	Colds	and	Influenza”	1916	[right]).	If	medicinal	items	acted	to	cleanse	the	body	from	the	inside,	other	objects	(or	in	this	instance,	buildings)	acted	to	disinfect	the	body	externally.	One	of	the	most	continually	evocative	spaces	at	the	Quarantine	Station	is	the	bathing	block	(Figure	6.11),	constructed	in	1913	as	part	of	extensive	additions	made	to	the	Station	at	the	time	(Foley	1995,	102).	Upon	arrival	at	North	Head,	passengers	and	crew	were	taken	to	the	waiting	room	to	be	processed	and	divided	into	groups	on	the	basis	of	health	and	class	(Couch	1992).	They	were	then	directed	to	the	bathing	block,	which	was	divided	into	two	bath	houses,	for	third	class	and	‘saloon’	class	passengers.	The	former	were	allocated	large	open-plan	changing	and	bathing	areas,	whereas	the	latter	(Figure	6.12)	provided	24	separate	steel-framed,	corrugated	iron-clad	cubicles	(Paul	Davies	Pty	Ltd	2001,	vol.	2).	This	design	structured	the	one-way	movement	of	passengers	through	the	building,	while	the	provision	of	surveillance	holes	in	the	cubicles	ensured	that	passengers	bathed	as	necessary.	Regardless	of	class,	passengers	were	required	to	bathe	in	a	carbolic	acid	solution	and	to	use	carbolic	soap,	as	a	result	of	its	antiseptic	and	disinfectant	properties.		
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	Figure	6.11	The	bathing	block,	with	the	third	class	bath	house	to	the	left	and	saloon	class	to	the	right	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	
	Figure	6.12	Inside	the	saloon	class	bath	house,	with	changing	and	shower	cubicles	either	side	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	
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Moving	away	from	objects	which	disinfected	people,	the	largest	items	formally	catalogued	within	the	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	Moveable	Heritage	Collection	are	a	pair	of	autoclaves	or	disinfecting	chambers,	installed	in	the	wharf	area	in	1917	(Figure	6.13).	Along	with	the	bathing	block	and	a	number	of	other	contemporaneous	structures,	the	autoclaves	formed	part	of	a	revised	disinfection	system	for	the	Quarantine	Station;	it	was	here	that	passengers’	clothing	would	be	brought	for	treatment	while	they	showered	(Freeman	et	al.	2000,	98).	The	autoclaves	were	imported	from	England	and	had	a	capacity	of	approximately	15	cubic	metres,	allowing	for	the	disinfection	of	600	blankets	at	a	time	(Foley	1995),	or	an	equivalent	volume	of	other	bedding,	passengers’	luggage,	or	cargo	from	ships	where	suitable.		The	material	to	be	disinfected	would	enter	the	autoclaves	from	the	‘foul’	end,	where	they	would	be	treated	with	steam	or,	where	steam	was	not	suitable,	formaldehyde	or	hydrocyanic	acid	gas	(“QS2007.227”	2016,	227;	Foley	1995,	103).	After	approximately	50	minutes,	it	would	exit	from	the	‘clean’	end	of	the	autoclave,	having	been	rendered	safe	and	benign.	Cleansed	materials	could	then	be	distributed	throughout	the	Station	via	the	funicular	railway.	The	extant	autoclaves	were	preceded	by	two	Fraser’s	Patent	Disinfecting	Apparatuses,	installed	in	1883,	and	joined	in	1885	by	a	Lyons	Patent	Steam	Disinfector	(Paul	Davies	Pty	Ltd	2001,	vol.	2;	Hedditch,	Israel,	and	Soo	1998,	27).	The	latter	was	a	direct	precursor	to	the	existing	autoclaves,	similarly	relying	on	steam	for	disinfection	as	well	as	a	vacuum	to	hasten	the	process,	whereas	Fraser’s	apparatus	(Figure	6.14)	resembled	a	brick	oven	and	utilised	sulphur	or	other	fumes	to	carry	out	the	disinfection	process	(“New	Inventions.	Fraser’s	Patent	Disinfecting	Apparatus”	1871;	Mooney	2015,	137–139).		
	Figure	6.13	Autoclaves	installed	in	the	wharf	area	of	North	Head	Quarantine	Station.	Note	the	display	of	unprovenanced	prop	suitcases	here,	in	contrast	with	those	formally	accessioned	within	the	collection	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	
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	Figure	6.14	Fraser's	Patent	Disinfecting	Apparatus	(Source:	Mooney	2015,	138).	The	objects	described	in	this	section	represent	a	range	of	scales.	They	operated	in	different	ways,	and	on	different	subjects.	What	united	them	as	a	class,	however,	was	their	goal	–	to	erase	or	remove	the	agents	of	disease,	however	they	might	be	understood.	Space	and	time	were	the	primary	technologies	through	which	quarantine	functioned,	allowing	disease	to	run	its	course	and	prevent	its	transmission.	However,	the	objects	and	structures	described	here	acted	to	accelerate	that	time,	by	attempting	to	remove	the	agents	of	disease	rather	than	merely	waiting	for	them	to	depart.	In	this	sense,	this	class	of	object	forms	one	of	the	vital	technologies	of	quarantine.	
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6.6 Objects	carry	disease	
	Figure	6.15	Wedgwood	dinner	plate	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	As	established	in	the	collection	analysis	outlined	in	the	previous	chapter,	tableware	constitutes	one	of	the	largest	classes	of	object	within	the	North	Head	collection.	One	such	object	is	a	dinner	plate	(Figure	6.15),	manufactured	by	Wedgwood	as	indicated	by	the	impressed	mark	on	its	underside.	The	plate	is	made	from	earthenware	and	decorated	with	a	blue	transfer	print.	The	rim	of	the	plate	features	panels	alternately	depicting	game	animals	and	cherubic	figures	holding	dogs	on	leashes.	A	larger	central	panel	is	labelled	‘venison’	and	portrays	a	woman	dressed	in	a	tunic	and	sandals	accompanied	by	a	deer,	in	front	of	a	rising	or	setting	sun.	Encircling	this	central	panel	is	the	phrase	‘eat	to	live,	not	live	to	eat’.	At	the	end	of	this	phrase	is	a	symbol	known	as	a	Stafford	knot,	enclosing	the	initials	‘TA’,	indicating	that	the	pattern	was	designed	by	Thomas	Allen,	who	worked	at	Wedgwood	from	1875	until	1905	(Burke	1986,	481).	This	plate	is	part	of	Wedgwood’s	‘banquet’	series,	designed	by	Allen	circa	1877	(“Banquet	Service	Pattern,	Side	Plate”	2016).	The	patterns	in	this	series	depict	a	number	
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of	different	subjects	in	addition	to	venison,	including	fish,	mutton,	pastry,	soup,	and	cheese	(Figure	6.16),	several	of	which	are	represented	within	the	North	Head	collection.	A	photograph	published	in	the	Australian	Women’s	Weekly	in	1951	(Figure	6.17)	demonstrates	not	only	that	the	‘banquet’	tableware	was	still	in	use	at	that	date,	but	also	the	sheer	quantities	of	crockery	that	were	stored	at	the	Quarantine	Station;	although	tableware	is	abundant	within	the	extant	collection,	we	can	see	that	it	nevertheless	represents	only	a	fraction	of	what	was	originally	in	use	at	the	institution.	The	same	Wedgwood	plates	are	also	mentioned	in	an	article	in	the	Sunday	Telegraph	in	1956	(“QS2008.20”	2016),	indicating	that	while	they	entered	the	Quarantine	Station	in	the	late	nineteenth	century,	they	remained	in	use	until	at	least	the	middle	of	the	twentieth.	
	Figure	6.16	The	Wedgwood	Banquet	service	as	depicted	in	an	1880	trade	catalogue	(Source:	Silber	&	Fleming	1880,	8).	
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	Figure	6.17	Photograph	published	in	the	Australian	Women's	Weekly,	showing	Wedgwood	‘banquet’	plates	in	storage	at	the	Station	(Source:	“Quarantine	Is	Like	This”	1951).	This	Wedgwood	dinner	plate,	as	a	representative	of	its	class,	elucidates	on	a	smaller	scale	what	this	dissertation	has	previously	explored	at	the	scale	of	the	landscape	–	the	entanglement	between	class,	ethnicity,	morality,	and	disease.	Just	as	the	Station’s	healthy	accommodation	was	divided	along	class	lines	from	the	late	nineteenth	century	onwards,	the	kinds	of	furnishings	they	were	provided	also	differed	from	this	time.	As	the	Sunday	Telegraph	reported	in	1956,	it	was	within	the	Station’s	stores	that	“class	distinction	rears	its	ugly	head”	(“QS2008.20”	2016).	Wedgwood	crockery	was	reserved	for	use	by	those	in	First	Class	accommodation,	accompanied	by	pieces	of	silverware	(Figure	6.18).	After	1954,	these	Wedgwood	pieces	were	supplemented	with	other	ceramics	including	yellow	pieces	from	the	‘Laburnum	Petal’	series	manufactured	by	W.H.	Grindley	&	Co	(Figure	6.19),	for	both	the	First	and	Second	Classes.	By	contrast,	detainees	in	Third	Class	accommodation	received	far	less	lavish	items,	such	as	enamelware	produced	in	Australia	by	Metters	after	1902	(Figure	6.20).	The	Sunday	
Telegraph	also	suggested	that	this	enamelware	was	used	by	“lascars”	(“QS2008.20”	2016),	a	somewhat	derogatory	term	that	was	particularly	associated	with	South	Asian	sailors	but	came	to	refer	to	sailors	from	across	the	Indian	Ocean	region	(Jaffer	2015,	1).	
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	Figure	6.18	Silver	electroplatedcoffee	pot	with	broadarrow	and	Quarantine	Station	mark,	manufactured	by	Elkington	&	Co	in	1887	and	used	in	First	Class	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	
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	Figure	6.19	Laburnum	Petal	dinner	plate	produced	by	W.H.	Grindley	&	Co.	circa	1954	(Source:	Sydney	Quarantine	Station	Moveable	Heritage	Collection	“QS2007.348.1-44”	2016).	
	Figure	6.20	Enamel	dinner	plate	manufactured	by	Metters	in	Sydney	after	1902	(Source:	Sydney	Quarantine	Station	Moveable	Heritage	Collection	“QS2008.151.1-28”	2016,	151).	
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Returning	to	the	Wedgwood	dinner	plate,	the	choice	of	the	‘banquet’	series	in	particular,	over	other	designs	of	equal	quality,	further	reinforces	these	connections.	In	addition	to	the	phrase	printed	on	the	‘venison’	dinner	plate,	items	in	the	series	also	featured	axioms	including:	
• “Eat	thy	food	with	a	thankful	heart,”	
• “May	good	digestion	wait	on	appetite,”	
• “A	little	pudding	adds	to	the	repast,”	
• “That’s	my	good	that	does	me	good,”	
• “Even	sugar	itself	may	spoil	a	good	dish,”	
• “Eat	to	live,	not	live	to	eat,”	
• And	perhaps	most	tellingly,	“Enough	means	health,	more	–	disease.”	If	the	differing	quality	of	the	tableware	constantly	reinforced	the	class	differences	within	the	Quarantine	Station,	these	Wedgwood	ceramics	ensured	that	at	every	meal,	First	Class	passengers	were	continually	and	explicitly	reminded	of	the	links	between	food,	health,	and	morality.	The	materiality	of	the	dinner	plate,	as	well	as	its	design,	colluded	in	its	entanglement	with	disease.	The	Wedgewood	plates	were	described	in	1956	as	being	“of	repellent	design”	(“QS2008.20”	2016,	20)	–	in	this	context	suggesting	not	that	the	pattern	was	in	some	way	repugnant,	but	rather	that	the	plates	were	impervious	to	the	agents	of	disease.	The	choice	of	ceramic	for	the	First	and	Second	Classes,	and	enamel	for	the	remainder	of	the	population,	was	not	merely	a	reflection	of	their	relative	prestige.	It	was	also	a	result	of	the	perceived	salubrity,	and	potential	danger,	inherent	in	these	materials.	For	example,	a	number	of	the	ceramic	tableware	items	in	the	collection	are	marked	as	ironstone	or	vitrified	hotel	ware.	Myers	(2016,	112)	has	stated	that	these	wares	were	adopted	by	institutions	in	part	because	they	were	“less	absorptive	of	moisture,	odors,	or	bacterial	contamination”,	arguing	that	there	was	an	“implied	association	with	cleanliness,	as	the	vitrified	ware	was	seen	as	more	safe	and	sanitary	than	other	ceramics”.	The	choice	of	tableware	at	North	Head	was	made	out	of	concern	for	durability	within	an	institutional	setting,	but	also	for	the	potential	for	these	objects	to	carry	or	repel	disease.	The	“repellent”	qualities	of	the	plate	were	not	absolute,	however.	They	only	lasted	for	as	long	as	the	plate	remained	intact	and	unblemished.	As	discussed	in	the	previous	chapter,	a	former	resident	of	the	Quarantine	Station	has	recalled	the	deliberate	destruction	of	crockery,	and	of	items	from	this	Wedgwood	service	in	particular,	as	a	response	to	cracks	and	chips	that	could	otherwise	harbour	disease	(J.	Roberts	2016).	This	concern	echoes	Myers’	(2016,	121)	findings	at	Riding	Mountain	Prison	Camp	in	Canada:	out	of	concern	for	the	accumulation	of	moisture	and	bacteria,	“ceramics	were	thrown	out	when	a	hairline	fracture	appeared	–	even	when	the	item	was	still	usable”.	This	response	illustrates	Stottman’s	(2000,	39)	claim	that	“by	interpreting	the	same	archaeological	information	in	different	contexts,	we	can	begin	to	understand	the	multiple	meanings	of	objects	in	the	past,	leading	to	a	better	understanding	of	past	
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culture.”	Minor	changes	such	as	these	to	the	materiality	of	the	Wedgwood	dinner	plate	would	in	a	different	context	have	resulted	in	only	minor	changes	to	the	plate’s	meaning,	perhaps	reducing	the	prestige	of	the	item,	but	not	its	usefulness.	Within	the	context	of	quarantine,	however,	a	small	crack	in	the	plate	could	drastically	alter	the	cultural	significance	of	the	object.	An	object	that	had	been	carefully	selected	to	resist	disease	had	now	become	a	potential	carrier	of	it.	The	Wedgwood	dinner	plate	is	just	one	of	many	examples	of	objects	associated	with	the	Quarantine	Station	that	were	perceived	to	carry	disease	–	take	the	earlier	discussion	of	the	need	to	fumigate	mail,	for	example.	Indeed,	the	removal	of	disease	from	objects	was	an	important	task	of	the	institution.	In	1936,	for	example,	3017	bales	of	cotton	and	468	cases	of	bristles	were	fumigated.	Similarly,	in	1955,	the	Station	disinfected	729	bales	of	wool,	764	bales	of	goat	hair,	186	bales	of	jute,	66	cases	of	bristles,	189	lots	of	plants,	229	bags	of	seeds,	and	3485	pieces	of	baggage	(Foley	1995,	123).	No	people	were	quarantined	during	these	years,	making	the	disinfection	of	cargo	the	Station’s	primary	function.		Whereas	tableware	is	still	well-represented	within	the	collection,	therefore,	many	other	disease-carrying	objects	are	perhaps	best	understood	through	their	absence.	This	is	in	part	a	consequence	of	their	materiality.	As	previously	discussed,	the	likelihood	and	ability	of	an	object	to	convey	infection	was	dependent	on	it	possessing	one	or	more	of	the	following	attributes:	permeability,	animal	origin,	or	subject	to	decay	(Barnes	2014,	76).	Ceramic	tableware	would	not	typically	meet	these	criteria	–	unless	its	otherwise	impermeable	exterior	was	breached	in	some	way.	More	typical	candidates	are	objects	made	from	materials	such	as	paper	or	textile,	which	are	less	likely	to	survive	in	general,	and	in	particular,	less	likely	to	survive	the	processes	of	disinfection	they	would	be	subject	to.	Many	of	these	potentially	diseased	objects	were	only	transiting	through	the	Quarantine	Station,	further	explaining	their	absence.	In	this	way,	‘diseased’	objects	also	act	as	a	reminder	of	the	global	scale	of	quarantine,	moving	from	port	to	port	and	in	doing	so	making	international	trade	routes	potentially	deadly.	Diseased	objects	are	best	represented	within	the	assemblage	by	the	other	objects,	buildings,	and	landscape	features	with	which	they	were	entangled	whilst	in	quarantine.	Letters	and	other	documents,	for	instance,	interacted	with	objects	such	as	the	mail	fumigator	and	formalin	bottle.	Other	artefacts	exist	outside	of	the	Quarantine	Station’s	collection,	for	example	a	disinfected	postcard	that	having	transited	through	the	Station	is	now	in	the	collection	of	the	State	Library	of	New	South	Wales	(Figure	6.21).	Another	example	is	passengers’	luggage,	which	is	absent	with	the	exception	of	two	suitcases	(whose	provenance	is	unclear).	This	baggage	is	instead	made	visible	within	the	assemblage	by	means	of	a	number	of	luggage	trolleys	(Figure	6.22).	Extant	autoclaves	speak	to	the	disinfection	of	luggage,	as	well	as	cargo,	linen	and	clothing.	Of	course,	just	as	the	objects	that	carried	disease	are	largely	absent	from	the	quarantine	assemblage,	so	are	the	people	–	with	the	exception	of	the	bodies	of	those	from	whom	disease	could	not	be	eradicated.	
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	Figure	6.21	Postcard	stamped	to	indicate	that	it	was	disinfected	by	steam	at	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	(Source:	State	Library	of	NSW	PXE	873/4).	
	Figure	6.22	Luggage	trolley	from	the	Moveable	Heritage	Collection	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	
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6.7 Discussion	Throughout	the	course	of	these	object	studies,	a	number	of	significant	properties	and	concepts	emerge.	The	first	point	is	that	much	of	the	meaning	that	emerges	from	these	object	studies	cannot	be	encapsulated,	or	in	some	cases	even	suggested,	by	the	classifications	formally	assigned	to	the	objects	in	the	previous	chapter.	Take,	for	example,	a	glass	bottle,	with	markings	indicating	that	it	was	manufactured	to	hold	beer.	Within	the	parameters	of	the	Nomenclature	classification	system	the	bottle	would	be	understood	as	a	piece	of	equipment	for	food	service.	As	the	study	above	suggests,	however,	within	the	context	of	quarantine	the	bottle	(and	in	particular	its	contents)	also	served	significant	social	and	medical	functions.	The	Wedgwood	dinner	plate	would	likewise	be	classified	as	equipment	for	the	service	of	food,	and	yet	through	its	context,	its	design,	and	its	materiality,	it	both	played	an	important	role	in	the	control	of	disease,	and	ultimately	became	a	potential	carrier	of	disease.		In	her	contemplation	of	the	“unclassifiable”,	Maciel	(2006,	47)	argues	that	where	objects	could	be	reasonably	classified	in	a	number	of	ways,	“all	the	categories	in	which	it	might	be	included	are	insufficient	to	accommodate	it”.	This	is	not	to	undermine	the	utility	of	the	analysis	in	the	Chapter	5,	which	facilitated	observations	of	the	character	of	the	collection	as	a	whole.	But	while	the	functional	analysis	is	not	inaccurate,	it	is,	as	Maciel	puts	it,	insufficient.	These	objects	are	best	classified	not	in	isolation,	but	in	interaction	–	that	is	to	say,	by	considering	them	in	relation	to	their	context,	in	relation	to	other	objects,	in	relation	to	people,	and	as	highlighted	here,	in	relation	to	disease.	It	is	these	
relations	that	contribute	to	the	meaning	and	trajectory	of	the	objects.	In	this	way,	the	studies	presented	here	evoke	DeLanda’s	articulation	of	assemblage	theory	(2006,	10–11)	in	showing	the	objects	to	possess	properties	that	can	be	understood	in	isolation,	but	also	capacities	for	interaction.	In	moving	from	the	functional	and	technological	to	the	social,	it	becomes	clear	how,	for	example,	a	letter	within	the	quarantine	context	could	be	perceived	not	only	as	a	communication	device	but	also	an	agent	of	disease.	Another	factor	which	contributes	to	the	unclassifiability	of	many	objects	is	their	mutability.	The	meaning	of	an	object,	and	the	object-disease	relations	that	surround	it,	are	not	fixed,	but	rather	shift	and	change	over	time.	This	concept	is	a	central	tenet	of	object	biography,	an	approach	which	has	been	influential	for	this	research	(see,	for	example,	Kopytoff	1988;	Gosden	and	Marshall	1999;	Francozo	2012;	Tythacott	2012;	Ashby	2009).	This	cultural	transformation	can	occur	as	the	consequence	of	a	material	change	to	the	object	–	for	example,	there	was	a	significant	rupture	in	the	meaning	of	the	Wedgwood	dinner	plate	at	the	moment	it	developed	cracks	and	chips	in	its	previously	impermeable	glaze.	In	other	instances,	however,	changes	can	result	from	shifting	geographical,	social,	or	even	intellectual	contexts,	which	may	leave	no	discernable	physical	trace.	An	interesting	example	is	the	range	of	medicine	bottles	in	the	collection,	some	of	which	still	contain	traces	of	various	substances.	Gosden	and	Marshall	(1999,	170)	have	stressed	that	while	museum	objects	may	appear	stationary,	they	“are	continually	picking	up	new	significances,	connections	and	meanings”.	Objects	such	as	
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these	in	medical	and	pharmaceutical	museum	collections	can	still	pose	a	risk	for	those	who	come	into	contact	with	them	(M.	Hicks	2013).	The	medicine	bottles	were	present	at	the	Quarantine	Station	as	a	means	of	restoring	health,	but	within	the	context	of	the	collection	they	have	become	a	hazard	to	it.	If	the	Nomenclature	classifications	in	the	previous	chapter	represent	the	intended	function	of	an	object	at	the	beginning	of	its	biography,	the	object-disease	relations	identified	in	this	chapter	acknowledge	some	of	the	ways	in	which	those	intentions	transformed	throughout	the	life	of	the	object.	Object-disease	relations	also	play	an	integral	role	in	shaping	the	biography	and	trajectory	of	the	objects.	Hodder	(2012,	12–13)	has	argued	that	for	archaeological	artefacts,	“different	ways	of	archaeological	knowing	can	lead	to	protection	(through	state	legislation)	or	destruction	(as	in	destructive	analytical	sampling)”.	In	a	similar	vein,	the	different	ways	in	which	objects	have	been	framed,	and	their	relationship	to	disease	understood,	has	been	a	determining	factor	in	their	presence	or	absence	within	the	contemporary	collection.	The	previous	chapter	identified	a	range	of	taphonomic	processes	that	have	applied	to	objects	at	North	Head	–	arrivals	and	departures,	destruction	and	preservation,	discard	and	retrieval,	and	collection	and	fragmentation.	Which	of	these	processes	applied	to	a	given	object	was	largely	a	product	of	its	relationship	to	disease	–	objects	that	were	understood	as	carriers	of	disease	would	be	treated,	destroyed,	or	otherwise	transformed,	whereas	those	considered	‘clean’	could	be	allowed	to	traverse	the	quarantine	landscape	unimpeded.	The	different	object-disease	relations	identified	within	these	studies	are	not	equivalent,	but	rather	represent	different	degrees	of	distance	or	closeness	between	the	object	and	disease	(cf.	Hodder’s	concepts	of	the	tautness	and	degrees	of	entanglement:	Hodder	2012,	103–111).	For	example,	objects	that	‘locate’	disease	do	so	from	a	distance.	These	objects	emplace	and	signal	the	presence	of	disease,	but	they	do	so	as	a	surrogate.	By	contrast,	those	objects	that	‘reveal’	disease	are	more	tightly	bound	to	the	conteptual	and	ontological	markers	of	infection.	Objects	such	as	the	microscope	do	not	merely	identify	disease;	rather,	they	serve	to	render	it	visible	to	us	–	and	in	doing	so,	transform	it.	Similarly,	objects	that	‘erase’	disease	may	be	understood	as	acting	directly	on	the	agents	of	disease,	yet	objects	that	‘carry’	disease	sustain	the	closest	material	and	conceptual	relationships.	While	other	items	acted	as	disease	proxies,	these	latter	objects	were	perceived	as	being	actually	or	potentially	diseased	themselves.	This	chapter	has	focused	on	exploring	the	relations	between	objects	and	disease,	but	in	so	doing	my	object	studies	have	also	drawn	out	a	range	of	interactions	between	objects	and	other	objects,	objects	and	people,	and	people	and	disease.	Objects	that	carried	disease	were	a	concern	precisely	for	their	relationship	to	people	–	that	is,	the	potential	to	transfer	contamination	from	object	to	person.	In	erasing	disease,	objects	acted	not	only	on	disease	itself	but	also	on	the	body.	But	just	as	objects	acted	on	people,	so	too	did	people	act	on	objects.	Hodder	(2012,	64–87)	has	spoken	of	the	ways	in	which	things	depend	on	people,	not	only	to	create	and	use	them,	but	also	to	maintain	them.	The	objects	did	not	act	on,	or	interact	with,	disease	in	isolation.	Objects	that	erased	disease	
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may	have	transformed	it	in	a	medical	sense,	but	objects	that	revealed	disease	transformed	it	epistemologically	–	and	in	so	doing,	revealed	the	extent	to	which	disease	is	socially	constituted.	Objects	acted	on	the	landscape	by	emplacing	disease	within	it,	and	thereby	transforming	how	people	configured,	interacted	with	and	moved	through	space.	And	finally,	all	of	these	interactions	also	brought	the	object	into	contact	with	a	web	of	other	objects.	For	example,	the	mail	fumigator	acted	on	a	letter,	which	as	a	communication	device	brought	it	into	contact	with	both	its	sender	and	recipient,	and	with	disease.	In	order	to	function,	the	fumigator	also	required	the	supply	of	quantities	of	sulphur	and	formalin,	and	the	creation	of	associated	objects	such	as	hole-punches	and	stamps	to	facilitate	its	use	before,	and	indicate	its	use	after.	It	necessitated	the	erection	of	a	dedicated	structure,	which	was	in	turn	damaged	by	the	very	operation	of	the	fumigator	itself.	While	object-disease	relations	are	the	particular	focus	here,	it	is	important	to	acknowledge	the	role	that	all	of	these	interactions	have	in	creating	and	constituting	the	quarantine	assemblage.	
6.8 Conclusion	In	exploring	the	relationships	between	objects	and	disease,	this	chapter	has	in	essence	conducted	an	epidemiological	study,	tracing	how	disease	is	distributed	throughout	the	North	Head	Quarantine	Station’s	collection.	Stanley	(1989,	107)	has	characterised	museum	collections	as	“contaminated”	by	the	people	involved	in	their	creation,	a	point	that	was	demonstrated	through	the	biographical	approach	to	the	collection	adopted	in	the	preceding	chapter.	Through	the	object	studies	presented	here,	however,	it	becomes	clear	that	the	North	Head	collection	is	not	merely	contaminated	in	a	metaphorical	sense,	but	was	also	perceived	as	contaminated	in	a	much	more	literal	way.	Disease	was	not	an	abstract,	but	rather	had	a	tangible	presence	throughout	the	collection,	and	has	(and	continues	to	have)	a	formative	impact	on	the	assemblage.	The	presence	of	disease	within	the	collection	complicates	and	subverts	many	of	the	seemingly	straightforward	functional	classifications	outlined	in	the	previous	chapter.	However,	it	also	provides	another	possible	framework	for	interpretation.	By	examining	the	Quarantine	Station’s	collection	within	the	framework	of	these	object-disease	relations,	the	collection	is	transformed	from	something	which	can	comment	on	the	response	to,	and	perceptions	of,	disease,	to	something	within	which	disease	has	a	real	and	tangible	presence.	This	discussion	has	already	taken	a	broad	definition	of	the	‘object’,	ranging	from	a	small	glass	bottle	to	a	building.	This	ontology	can,	however,	be	expanded	a	step	further.	In	a	sense,	all	of	the	objects	identified	here	are	components	of	a	much	larger	‘container’	–	the	Quarantine	Station	itself.	Hodder	(2012,	219)	has	discussed	the	way	in	which	institutions	can	themselves	be	understood	as	‘things’	–	albeit	complex	things	that	consist	of	many	other	objects,	people,	buildings,	and	so	on	assembled	together.	The	Quarantine	Station	at	times	acted	as	an	object	that	carried	disease,	but	it	was	primarily	conceived	of	as	an	object	for	erasing	disease.	The	facility	aimed	to	eliminate	disease	
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from	the	landscape,	and	hence	from	the	populace,	primarily	by	expunging	disease	from	individual	bodies.		As	discussed	in	earlier	chapters,	the	materiality	of	North	Head	was	specifically	designed	to	facilitate	this	erasure,	from	its	isolated	location	through	to	the	distribution	of	buildings	and	populations	across	the	landscape.	This	dissertation	has	thus	far	focused	on	breaking	apart	and	disassembling	the	‘object’	of	the	institution,	in	order	to	locate	disease	within	it.	It	now	remains	to	reunite	these	constituent	parts	of	the	institution,	with	reference	to	the	concepts	and	observations	of	the	three	results	chapters,	in	order	to	reconceive	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	as	an	assemblage	of	quarantine.				 	
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Chapter	7: Quarantined	Assemblages	
7.1 Introduction	My	mission	throughout	the	previous	chapters	was	to	disassemble	quarantine;	my	task	here	is	to	reassemble	it.	This	dissertation	began	by	asking	what	constitutes	an	archaeology,	and	an	assemblage,	of	quarantine.	By	moving	inwards	in	scale,	it	has	been	possible	to	consider	the	ways	in	which	contagion	has	been	materialised	at	North	Head,	and	to	identify	and	locate	disease	in	each	of	these	registers.	In	this	final	chapter,	I	expand	the	scope	of	analysis	once	more,	to	show	how	these	scales	can	be	collapsed	into	a	singular,	albeit	dynamic,	assemblage	of	quarantine.	Drawing	on	various	modes	of	assemblage	thinking,	including	theory	derived	from	Deleuze	and	Guattari	(2013),	DeLanda	(2006),	and	others,	this	discussion	considers	how	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	can	be	understood	as	an	assemblage.	Via	an	examination	of	the	entities	and	associations	that	make	up	the	assemblage,	and	the	processes	by	which	its	elements	were	gathered	together,	I	take	an	epidemiological	approach	to	contemplate	how	disease	is	situated	and	distributed	throughout	the	assemblage.	After	reviewing	the	implications	of	assemblage	as	a	framework	for	analysis,	the	chapter	commences	by	appraising	the	objects,	collections,	and	landscapes	that	have	formed	the	basis	for	this	study,	and	highlighting	how	disease	is	made	tangible	within	them.	I	then	review	the	ongoing	processes	of	assembly	that	are	expressed	through	the	movement	and	mobility	characteristic	of	the	quarantine	experience,	and	the	ways	in	which	contagion	–	and	the	attempts	to	break	its	bonds	–	creates	relations	within	the	assemblage.	Furthermore,	I	evaluate	the	value	of	assemblage	for	understanding	the	quarantine	institution,	with	implications	for	the	archaeological	study	of	institutions	more	broadly.	Finally,	I	return	to	the	fundamental	technologies	of	quarantine	–	time	and	space	–	to	consider	how	they	were	experienced	and	expressed	across	multiple	scales.	
7.2 The	Assemblage	as	Analytic	Tool	The	notion	of	the	assemblage	is	fundamental	to	much	of	the	archaeological	discourse,	yet	it	is	often	invoked	without	interrogating	its	significance	or	utility	(Franklin,	Johnson,	and	Bonney	2016,	x).	This	chapter	begins,	therefore,	by	considering	how	assemblage	can	be	deployed	in	broad	and	overlapping	ways:	as	a	discursive	tool	and	prompt	for	inquiry;	as	an	archaeological	unit	of	analysis;	and	as	a	theoretical	framework.	What	value	lies	in	conceptualising	the	archaeology	of	quarantine	in	terms	of	an	assemblage,	and	how	can	this	lens	assist	in	thinking	through	and	drawing	together	the	analyses	of	the	preceding	chapters?	In	archaeological	terms,	the	assemblage	has	been	described	as	“a	collection	of	material	related	through	contextual	proximity”	(Joyce	and	Pollard	2010,	292).	That	is	to	say,	the	assemblage	is	defined	by	a	relationship	between	tangible	things	that	is	both	proximal,	being	located	close	to	each	other	in	space,	but	also	contextual,	suggesting	that	the	relationship	is	not	merely	spatial	but	also	culturally	meaningful.	Some	scholars	have	
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emphasised	the	spatial	component	as	“the	most	crucial	variable	for	archaeologists”,	arguing	that	it	is	“the	only	attribute	which	is	uniquely	a	product	of	the	excavation,	and	which	cannot	be	ascertained	from	the	artefact	itself”	(Crook,	Lawrence,	and	Gibbs	2002,	29).	However,	while	this	spatial	understanding	of	the	assemblage	initially	applied	to	artefacts	excavated	from	bounded	deposits,	it	has	come	also	to	include	the	assemblage	of	a	site	as	a	whole	(Joyce	and	Pollard	2010,	308).		The	Quarantine	Station	might	more	usefully	be	compared	not	to	an	excavated	assemblage	but	to	a	surface	assemblage.	Lacking	a	meaningful	stratigraphy,	it	can	be	understood	as	a	palimpsest,	a	motley	of	the	material	remnants	of	different	temporal	occupations	and	events.	The	archaeological	assemblage	is	seen	as	resulting	from	both	natural	and	cultural	processes	(Schiffer	1976),	and	is	usually	understood	as	having	formed	in	the	past	and	providing	evidence	of	a	particular	event	or	human	activity	(Franklin,	Johnson,	and	Bonney	2016,	x).	Increasingly,	however,	the	latter	interpretation	has	been	challenged,	as	discussed	further	in	this	chapter.		The	concept	of	the	assemblage	can	also	be	applied	discursively	as	a	prompt	for	a	range	of	interrogative	questions,	transforming	the	assemblage	from	a	descriptor	to	an	interpretive	act.	For	example,	conceiving	of	a	group	of	artefacts	as	an	assemblage	prompts	questions	about	the	criteria	by	which	the	objects	are	grouped	or	associated,	and	the	significance	of	such	an	association.	It	is	possible	to	“examine	assemblage	as	a	verb,	rather	than	a	noun”	(A.	M.	Jones	2017,	88),	and	in	so	doing	to	ask	who	is	doing	the	assembling,	at	what	point	in	time	the	objects	were	assembled,	or	if	indeed	the	act	of	assemblage	is	ongoing	and	incomplete.	Thinking	about	the	assemblage	in	this	discursive	way	recognises	that	the	designation	of	a	group	of	artefacts	as	an	assemblage	is	not	a	neutral	act.	Rather,	it	problematises	the	concept,	by	considering	the	role	and	meaning	of	the	assemblage	within	the	interpretation	of	a	site,	and	the	implications	of	dividing	artefacts	into	these	units	for	the	study	of	archaeology	more	broadly.	Finally,	conceiving	of	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	as	an	assemblage	invokes	not	only	the	traditional	archaeological	definition,	but	also	the	ontological	framework	of	assemblage	theory,	as	introduced	in	Chapter	3.	Within	this	articulation,	assemblages	are	groupings	of	heterogeneous	entities	that	are	characterised	by	relations	of	exteriority	(DeLanda	2006;	Deleuze	and	Guattari	2013).	Assemblage	theory	is	concerned	not	only	with	these	entities,	but	with	the	relationships	between	them,	and	the	possibilities	that	arise	from	their	interactions.	In	the	case	of	quarantine	in	particular,	assemblage	theory	is	a	productive	analytical	tool	because	it	opens	up	avenues	for	the	incorporation	of	disease	and	contagion	into	the	assemblage	itself.	Within	a	conventional	archaeological	account,	the	material	assemblage	might	be	interpreted	as	representative	of	the	presence	of	disease,	and	reflective	of	the	human	response	to	that	presence.	By	contrast,	the	heterogeneous	nature	of	assemblage	theory	allows	for	non-material	entities	such	as	disease	to	be	understood	as	vital	and	“vibrant”	(to	adopt	the	terminology	of	Bennett	2010)	components	of	the	assemblage.		
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Given	these	three	conceptions	of	the	assemblage	–	discursive,	archaeological,	and	ontological	–	what	then	is	the	utility	of	assemblage	as	a	framework	for	thinking	through	and	discussing	the	historical	landscapes,	collections,	and	objects	of	North	Head	Quarantine	Station?	In	the	remainder	of	this	chapter	I	apply	assemblage	thinking	to	draw	together	and	theorise	the	archaeology	of	North	Head	in	a	cohesive	and	integrated	way.	The	assemblage	I	describe	here	is	comprised	of	a	heterogeneous	collection	of	entities	related	to	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	in	ways	that	transcend	the	merely	spatial.	This	is	an	epidemiological	account,	which	responds	to	the	particularities	of	the	site	and	my	research	objectives	by	utilising	assemblage	theory	to	examine	and	make	visible	the	roles,	trajectories,	and	relations	of	disease.	I	begin	by	considering	what	entities	are	assembled	around	the	Quarantine	Station,	the	processes	by	which	those	entities	were	brought	together	and	assembled,	and	the	relationships	that	formed	between	them.	I	then	consider	the	applicability	of	conceiving	of	quarantine	as	an	assemblage	as	well	as	an	institution,	and	finally,	how	assemblage	thinking	helps	to	understand	quarantine	at	a	range	of	temporal	and	spatial	scales.	
7.3 The	Material	Implications	and	Manifestations	of	Disease	Assemblage	theory	facilitates	the	expansion	and	reformulation	of	the	conventional	archaeological	assemblage	in	a	number	of	productive	ways.	These	include	broadening	the	nature	of	the	components	understood	to	comprise	the	assemblage	and	–	in	the	case	of	quarantine	–	providing	an	opportunity	to	locate	disease	within	the	assemblage	itself.	The	quarantine	assemblage	can	be	understood	as	a	collective	of	bodies,	of	material	objects,	structures,	and	spaces,	and	of	non-material	entities.	The	most	crucial	of	the	latter	is	contagious	disease	which,	as	a	cultural	concept,	a	practice,	and	an	evolving	suite	of	knowledge	and	beliefs,	has	been	a	dynamic	participant	within	the	assemblage	of	North	Head	Quarantine	Station.	However,	expanding	the	scope	of	the	assemblage	in	this	way	raises	the	challenge	of	how	non-material	entities	such	as	disease	can	be	accessed	and	understood	archaeologically.	As	Fowler	(2013,	23)	has	argued,	“the	past	presence	of	these	forces	in	the	formation	of	the	assemblage	is	undeniable,	and	we	have	to	face	the	challenge	of	accounting	for	them	and	their	impact	in	the	past	despite	their	‘physical	absence’”.	I	contend	that	the	analyses	of	the	previous	chapters	have	shown	disease	to	be	materially	expressed	in	a	number	of	significant	ways.		The	material	facet	of	North	Head	Quarantine	Station’s	assemblage	is	extensive	and	diverse.	It	includes	large	quantities	of	furnishings,	medical	paraphernalia,	and	objects	for	the	preparation	and	service	of	food,	as	well	as	smaller	numbers	of	artefacts	relating	to	transport,	communication,	recreation,	and	hygiene	(Appendix	2).	Approached	from	a	functional	perspective,	these	items	speak	to	the	institutional	nature	of	the	site,	and	the	need	to	provide	for	a	large	and	transient	population.	However,	they	do	not	fully	articulate	the	character	of	the	quarantine	institution	in	particular,	nor	the	extent	to	which	it	was	driven	by	the	presence	and	fear	of	contagious	disease.	The	assemblage	also	includes	the	many	extant	structures	that	proliferate	around	the	site,	as	well	as	their	demolished	remnants.	These	include	staff	and	patient	accommodation,	medical	and	
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administrative	buildings,	fences,	water	tanks,	and	burial	markers.	The	topography	and	layout	of	the	site	also	forms	an	important	material	element	of	the	assemblage,	including	the	many	inscriptions	carved	by	detainees	into	the	natural	rock	surfaces	(Clarke	and	Frederick	2016;	Hobbins,	Frederick,	and	Clarke	2016)	which	–	while	not	a	focus	of	this	study	–	are	a	prominent	feature	of	the	quarantine	landscape.	Understood	as	an	entity	of	the	assemblage,	disease	is	implicated	within	these	material	remnants	of	quarantine	at	both	micro	and	macro	levels.	These	reveal	the	extent	to	which	the	institution	is	structured	around	the	management,	control,	avoidance,	and	erasure	of	contagion.	Disease	is	made	visible	through	the	material	responses	to	it,	which	physically	locate	it	in	some	spaces,	and	exclude	it	from	others.	A	localised	example	is	the	complex	of	buildings	that	occupied	the	hospital	ground	during	the	1919	pneumonic	influenza	pandemic,	as	discussed	in	Chapter	4.	Comprised	of	hospital	wards,	staff	accommodation,	and	a	number	of	administrative	functions,	the	complex	was	carefully	structured	to	minimise	contact	between	the	‘clean’	bodies	of	doctors,	nurses,	and	servants,	and	the	‘unclean’	bodies	of	patients	and	their	‘contaminated’	possessions	and	bodily	discharges.	Across	the	landscape,	this	cleavage	was	enforced	by	a	fence	that	bisected	the	space.	Internally,	moreover,	segregation	was	enacted	by	channelling	staff	through	a	series	of	cleansing	procedures	as	they	passed	between	the	sick	and	healthy	sectors	of	the	hospital	ground.	This	separation	was	not	only	expressed	spatially	and	structurally,	but	also	implicated	other	material	entities.	These	include	the	trays	that	allowed	staff	to	pass	meals	through	the	servery	without	making	contact	with	patients,	and	the	layers	of	clothing	that	nurses	and	doctors	would	shed	after	such	contact	became	necessary	(Figure	7.1).	
	Figure	7.1	A	selection	of	nurses'	and	doctors'	smocks	and	jackets	held	in	the	Sydney	Quarantine	Station	Moveable	Heritage	Collection	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	
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Similar	‘epidemiological’	processes	and	structures	can	also	be	observed	across	the	quarantine	landscape	as	a	whole.	As	explored	within	Chapter	4,	fences,	buildings,	and	the	natural	topography	of	North	Head	were	utilised	to	create	a	landscape	that	was	rendered	differentially	healthy	across	space.	This	stratification	began	as	a	distinction	between	the	healthy,	sick,	and	burial	grounds,	and	became	increasingly	complex	overtime,	in	ways	that	illustrated	the	intersections	and	collisions	between	perceptions	of	health	and	social	identities	such	as	class	and	ethnicity.	Again,	movement	between	these	spaces	was	restricted,	and	where	it	was	allowed,	cleansing	and	disinfection	performances	were	required.	For	example,	the	shower	block	processed	passengers	before	they	were	permitted	to	progress	to	their	accommodation	within	the	healthy	ground.	This	differential	space	was	reinforced	by	material	differences	such	as	the	accommodation	and	furnishings	provided,	the	provision	(or	lack)	of	social	and	living	spaces,	and	the	use	of	enamel	or	ceramic	tablewares.	While	disease	itself	may	not	be	tangible,	there	are	clear	material	implications	for	the	ways	in	which	contact	with	disease	was	managed	and	controlled	within	the	institution.	The	control	of	people	and	their	movement	throughout	the	quarantine	landscape	was	also	the	control	of	disease.	The	notion	of	bodies	is	a	point	at	which	concepts	integral	to	the	present	study	–	the	history	of	public	health,	the	archaeology	of	institutions,	and	the	study	of	assemblages	–	can	be	seen	to	collide	and	coalesce.	As	the	landscape	of	North	Head	demonstrates,	quarantine,	as	an	act	of	public	health,	“turned	on	the	problematisation	of	bodies	in	space”	(Bashford	2004,	45).	DeLanda	(2006,	12)	has	suggested	that,	in	addition	to	their	material	components,	“from	food	and	physical	labour,	to	simple	tools	and	complex	machines,	to	the	buildings	and	neighbourhoods	serving	as	their	physical	locales”,	institutions	must	also	be	understood	as	“assemblages	of	bodies”.	Similarly,	De	Cunzo	(2006,	170)	has	argued	that	“the	archaeology	of	the	institution	is	also	the	archaeology	of	the	body”.	Whereas	inscriptions	at	North	Head	acted	as	“metonyms	for	the	bodies	that	passed	through	here”	(Frederick	and	Clarke	2012,	72),	the	bodies	themselves	were	also	embodiments;	no	longer	individuals	but	rather	vectors	for	disease	that	needed	to	be	managed	accordingly.		Disease	was	not	only	located	in	bodies,	however.	If	disease	is	implied	through	the	material	culture,	structures,	and	landscapes	that	responded	to	it,	it	is	also	more	directly	manifested	in	many	of	quarantine’s	objects	and	places.	Take,	for	example,	the	Wedgwood	dinner	plate	discussed	in	Chapter	6.	Ceramic	tableware	such	as	this	were	selected	in	part	for	its	ability	to	repel	disease,	but	once	chipped	or	cracked	it	also	assumed	the	ability	to	carry	and	transmit	maladies.	In	the	parlance	of	assemblage	theory,	infection	was	a	capacity	of	the	Wedgwood	plate	(DeLanda	2006,	7).	While	the	analysis	undertaken	in	Chapter	5	highlighted	the	intended	functions	of	the	objects	of	quarantine	–	in	this	instance,	the	service	of	food	–	these	objects	also	derived	latent	capacities	from	their	context	within	the	quarantine	assemblage,	most	notably	the	ability	to	carry	infection.	This	principle	can	be	extended	to	the	populations	detained	in	quarantine:	while	only	a	small	number	were	identifiably	‘sick’,	all	the	bodies	that	circulated	throughout	North	Head	retained	the	capacity	to	be	contagious.	Just	as	the	
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likelihood	of	bodies	enacting	that	capacity	varied	according	to	factors	such	as	their	class	and	race,	the	likelihood	of	objects	becoming	infected	was	linked	to	material	attributes	such	as	their	permeability	(Barnes	2014,	76).		Thinking	about	artefacts	of	quarantine	through	the	lens	of	capacity	elucidates	many	of	the	ways	in	which	they	were	selected,	interacted	with,	and	disposed	of	throughout	the	operation	of	the	Quarantine	Station.	Ceramics	acquired	by	the	institution	for	their	repellent	properties	were	intentionally	destroyed	and	discarded	once	cracked	or	chipped.	Permeable	cargo	and	supplies,	such	as	bedding,	were	subjected	to	processes	of	disinfection	before	they	could	be	distributed	throughout	the	landscape.	Returning	to	the	epidemiological	analysis	underscoring	this	thesis,	objects	such	as	(unblemished)	ceramics	that	could	be	cleansed	or	disinfected	have	endured	in	significant	quantities	precisely	because	they	were	deemed	incapable	of	transmitting	infection.	Indeed,	it	was	not	historically	necessary	to	demonstrate	that	these	objects	actually	carried	contagion;	the	mere	prospect	was	enough.	Jackson	(2012,	59–60)	has	similarly	demonstrated,	through	the	example	of	Toronto	during	the	1892	cholera	epidemic,	how	the	“amorphous	threat”	of	disease,	rather	than	its	actual	presence,	could	shape	geographies,	policies,	and	practices,	by	making	“a	‘cholera	future’	present”.	It	is	this	potential	and	future	possibility	that	we	see	expressed	in	the	archaeological	record	of	quarantine,	as	much	as	any	actual	infection.	The	disinfection	of	people,	luggage,	mail,	and	cargo	can	thus	be	seen	as	a	way	in	which	this	“potential	future	bears	on	what	is	present	by	necessitating	precautions”	(Müller	and	Schurr	2016,	223).	While	disease	–	as	entity,	idea,	and	practice	–	is	not	itself	material,	it	is	the	primary	component	around	which	the	quarantine	assemblage	coheres,	the	mere	possibility	of	contagion	spinning	out	into	myriad	material	effects.	As	Müller	and	Schurr	(2016,	220)	contend,	“the	very	possibility	of	unpredictable	events	in	the	future	shapes	the	form	of	networks	in	the	present”.	
7.4 Assemblage	Aetiology	Considering	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	within	the	framework	of	the	assemblage	also	acts	as	a	prompt	to	elucidate	the	means,	processes,	and	agents	that	generated	the	assemblage.	One	of	the	major	tensions	within	the	archaeological	literature	surrounding	assemblages	concerns	when	they	were	created,	and	by	whom.	The	assemblage	has	often	been	understood	as	the	result	of	the	behaviours	and	activities	of	past	actors,	which	exists	independently	and	awaits	archaeologists	to	discover	and	interpret	it.	Others	have	argued,	however,	that	the	assemblage	is	created	by,	and	in	the	moment	of,	the	engagement	of	archaeologists	with	material	remains.	Olsen	at	al.	(2012,	66)	have	described	the	way	in	which	“the	excavated	site	needs	to	be	turned	into	an	articulated	
assemblage”,	framing	the	creation	and	definition	of	the	assemblage	as	an	intentional	act	on	the	part	of	the	archaeologist	(see	also	Lucas	2012,	chap.	6	for	discussion	of	the	assemblage	as	encountered	and	constructed	in	the	present).	Harrison	(2011,	155)	similarly	argues	that	the	assemblage	is	a	“contemporary	construction	…	created	as	part	
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of	an	engagement	of	an	archaeologist’s	contemporary	classificatory	gaze	with	a	series	of	material	remains	from	the	past”.	There	is	a	sense	in	which	the	assemblage	of	North	Head	emerges	from	the	chronological	accounting	of	its	construction	and	the	imposition	of	typological	categories,	such	that	the	present	act	of	analysis	and	interpretation,	and	the	application	of	the	‘archaeologist’s	gaze’,	renders	a	discrete	archaeological	assemblage.	However,	as	Franklin,	Johnson	and	Bonney	(2016),	and	Jones	(2017)	highlight,	assemblage	is	not	only	a	noun,	but	a	verb.	It	refers	not	merely	to	a	fixed	and	discrete	grouping	of	components,	but	also	to	the	active	processes	by	which	that	grouping	occurred,	or	perhaps	continues	to	occur.	To	borrow	another	medical	metaphor,	elucidating	its	creation	requires	an	archaeological	‘aetiology’,	an	understanding	of	the	underlying	conditions	and	perturbations	that	generated	the	assemblage.	Despite	their	‘diagnostic’	role,	archaeologists	are	not	the	sole	actors,	but	rather	“operate	within	assemblages”	(Fowler	2017,	105;	see	also	Hamilakis	and	Jones	2017,	81),	entering	into	a	set	of	extant	and	dynamic	relations	through	the	very	process	of	research.	By	classifying	the	objects	and	spaces	of	quarantine	in	novel	ways,	reimagining	and	identifying	the	relationships	between	objects,	places,	and	disease	–	or	redrawing	severed	connections	between	previously	separated	collections	of	objects	–	the	archaeology	of	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	reveals	not	a	singular	moment	of	assemblage,	but	rather	ongoing	processes	and	acts	of	assembly.	These	processes	of	assembly	are	particularly	apparent	in	the	material	context	of	quarantine	because	its	history	is	so	fundamentally	steeped	in	mobility	and	transience.	The	biography	of	the	quarantine	institution	is	driven	by	taphonomic	processes	of	arrivals	and	departures,	destruction	and	preservation,	discard	and	retrieval,	and	collection	and	fragmentation.	We	might	refer	here	to	Deleuze	and	Guattari’s	(2013)	concept	of	territorialisation,	and	the	twin	forces	of	de-territorialisation	and	re-territorialisation	–	expressed	through	a	breaking	apart,	rearrangement,	and	stabilisation	of	the	assemblage	(A.	M.	Jones	2017,	87).	Both	detainees	and	staff	came	and	went	from	the	site,	territorialising	and	de-territorialising	themselves	from	the	assemblage.	Objects	were	either	intentionally	or	accidentally	destroyed,	“de-territorialised	as	individual	entities	whilst	simultaneously	incorporated	into	the	site”	(Harris	2017,	133).		We	may	even	identify	similar	forces	at	work	when	entities	such	as	the	disinfecting	autoclaves	or	showers	act	to	expunge	disease	from	goods	or	people.	These	objects	are	not	necessarily	materially	altered	by	the	act,	but	their	meaning,	their	role	in	the	assemblage,	and	their	relations	with	other	entities,	have	been	radically	reconfigured.	As	Harris	(2017,	129)	has	argued,	in	opposition	to	other	relational	approaches	such	as	actor-network	theory,	“working	with	assemblages	is	not	simply	about	describing	them	at	one	particular	moment…but	rather	concentrating	on	process,	to	be	precise	on	the	specific	historical	process	through	which	an	assemblage	emerges.”	It	is	these	
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aetiological	forces	and	processes	that	have	created,	and	continue	to	create,	the	assemblage	of	quarantine.	The	assemblage	includes	those	objects	that	have	remained	at	North	Head,	to	be	collected	and	collated	by	members	of	quarantine	staff	and	ultimately	accessioned	into	the	Sydney	Quarantine	Station	Moveable	Heritage	Collection.	It	also,	furthermore,	sustains	a	relational	hold	upon	artefacts	that	are	no	longer	spatially	connected	with	the	site.	While	some	elements	have	been	destroyed,	others	have	been	accessioned	by	external	institutions	such	as	the	National	Museum	of	Australia	(National	Museum	of	Australia	2016),	dispersed	to	other	government	agencies,	or	passed	through	in	the	luggage	of	quarantine’s	temporary	detainees.	While	these	objects	cannot	be	systematically	quantified	and	analysed,	they	form	part	of	the	biography	of	the	collection,	and	through	their	very	absence	contribute	to	the	interpretation	of	the	quarantine	assemblage.		As	has	been	demonstrated	throughout	this	dissertation,	the	Quarantine	Station	is	characterised	by	the	constant	movement	of	objects	into,	through,	and	out	of	its	boundaries.	An	epidemiological	reading	of	these	dynamics	reflects	both	the	materiality	of	–	and	absences	within	–	its	assemblage.	Many	of	these	items	have	neither	spatial	nor	temporal	concurrency	with	each	other,	but	they	are	assembled	together	through	their	association	with	the	quarantine	institution	and	–	at	a	more	abstract	level	–	with	historical	manifestations	of	disease.	The	assemblage	is	what	Fowler	(2013,	24)	terms	a	“turbulent	formation”;	not	a	fixed	grouping	but	rather	a	changeable	and	fluctuating	alliance.	The	quarantine	assemblage	is,	as	a	result	of	these	aetiological	processes,	highly	mobile	and	dynamic;	it	is	“not	the	reliably	inert	assemblage	but	the	slippery,	contingent	and	often	contradictory	assemblage”	(Franklin,	Johnson,	and	Bonney	2016,	xiii).	Marcus	and	Saka	(2006,	102)	have	pointed	to	the	emergent	nature	of	assemblages,	arguing	that	“the	time-space	in	which	assemblage	is	imagined	is	inherently	unstable	and	infused	with	movement	and	change”.	Nowhere	is	this	emergence	and	ephemerality	more	apparent	than	in	quarantine,	the	practice	of	which	is	by	nature	temporal	and	transitory.	With	each	quarantine	episode,	new	people,	objects,	and	diseases	were	brought	into	relation	with	North	Head.	The	quarantine	institution	transformed	these	people	and	things,	seeking	to	erase	disease	from	them,	and	at	the	same	time,	these	new	entities	acted	to	create,	reconfigure,	and	transform	the	assemblage	which	represented	the	institution	itself.	
7.5 Relations	of	Contagion	As	ships	and	their	cargoes	of	goods	and	people	were	placed	into	quarantine	upon	their	arrival	in	Sydney,	they	did	more	than	establish	a	spatial	association	with	North	Head.	As	Joyce	and	Pollard	(2010,	309)	have	argued,	“rather	than	simply	being	matters	of	association,	the	production	of	assemblages	makes	use	of	relations”.	Adopting	an	assemblage	perspective	“means	putting	relationships	first,	and	thinking	about	how	
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things,	people,	places,	materials,	ideas,	properties	…	emerge	from	those	relationships”	(Fowler	2013,	2).	The	act	of	quarantine	was	a	“bringing-into-relation	of	persons,	places,	objects	and	temporalities”	(Franklin,	Johnson,	and	Bonney	2016,	xi)	through	the	bonds	of	contagion.	Here	I	consider	what	role	these	interactions	and	relations	played	in	shaping	and	reshaping	the	properties	and	effects	of	individual	entities,	and	of	the	quarantine	assemblage	as	a	whole.	Whereas	spatial	associations	were	often	undermined	by	the	constant	instability	of	the	quarantine	institution,	characterised	as	it	was	by	mobility	and	transience,	the	relations	that	emerged	from	the	bonds	of	(potential)	contagion	could	be	far	more	enduring.	The	quarantine	institution	is	an	assemblage	which,	as	DeLanda	(2006,	5)	describes,	is	a	whole	“whose	properties	emerge	from	the	interactions	between	parts”.	While	the	entities	of	the	quarantine	assemblage	are	not	reliant	upon	it	–	they	could	be	detached	from	this	assemblage	and	implanted	into	another	–	they	derive	meanings	and	capacities	from	their	interactions	that	must	be	understood	in	context	(Crellin	2017,	114).	The	people	who	were	detained	at	North	Head,	and	the	objects	they	brought	with	them,	have	biographies	that	predate	their	quarantine,	but	their	properties	and	trajectories	were	transformed	by	the	assemblage	in	which	they	became	embroiled	(Fowler	2013,	23).	For	example,	as	previously	discussed,	the	quarantine	context	elevates	a	ceramic	dinner	plate	from	a	vessel	for	serving	food	to	a	potential	agent	of	contagion.	This	capacity	for	infection	arises	from	the	plate’s	relations	with	disease,	and	has	distinct	archaeological	implications.	It	shapes	for	instance	the	formal	collection	of	moveable	heritage	artefacts,	reflecting	the	intentional	destruction	of	damaged	plates	in	an	attempt	to	avert	disease	transmission.	By	thinking	through	the	framework	of	assemblage,	it	becomes	clear	that	the	people,	objects,	and	landscapes	of	quarantine	“exist	enmeshed	within	varied	and	multiple	relations”	(Crellin	2017,	113).	Other	examples	demonstrate	that	objects	not	only	carried	the	capacity	for	infection,	but	interacted	with	disease	in	manifold	ways.	For	instance,	bottles	within	the	collection	which	previously	held	disinfectants	could	reasonably	be	interpreted	as	cleaning	products,	while	those	for	alcohol	might	represent	both	recreation	and	resistance	to	institutional	authority.	Within	the	quarantine	assemblage,	however,	it	becomes	clear	that	both	categories	of	bottles	served	medical	ends,	aimed	at	removing	disease	and	dissolving	the	chains	of	infection.		At	a	larger	scale,	consider	the	distribution	of	social	groups	across	the	quarantine	landscape.	Historical	disparities	between	standards	of	accommodation	and	furnishings	betray	not	only	a	hierarchy	of	class	and	race,	but	reveal	the	complex	ways	in	which	such	identities	were	perceived	to	intersect	with	the	potential	to	carry	or	contract	disease.	As	the	biography	of	the	collection	presented	in	Chapter	5	underscores,	the	assemblage	of	North	Head	is	entangled	with	the	biographies	of	objects,	of	individuals,	and	of	other	institutions.	Such	convergences,	as	Carreau	(2012,	208)	contends,	must	be	examined	
collectively	in	order	to	fully	understand	their	significance	and	complexity.	It	is	only	when	the	objects	and	spaces	of	the	Quarantine	Station	are	apprehended	collectively	and	
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in	context,	with	reference	to	the	relationships	and	entanglements	between	them,	that	their	significance	becomes	clear.	The	relations	and	interactions	of	the	assemblage	not	only	imbued	entities	with	the	capacity	for	disease,	but	also	played	a	role	in	determining	when	those	capacities	were	expressed.	In	the	quarantine	context,	the	most	profound	catalyst	was	the	discursive	and/or	embodied	presence	of	disease.	This	association	might	occur	when	a	new	vessel	was	placed	into	quarantine,	for	example,	bringing	with	it	new	disease-carrying	entities	that	would	enter	into	relations	with	the	existing	assemblage.	But	such	catalysts	could	also	arise	from	within	the	assemblage	itself.	An	accidental	crack	or	chip	in	ceramic	servingware	transformed	its	impermeable	surface	into	a	haven	for	contagion,	while	objects	such	as	microscopes	and	petri	dishes	made	previously	imperceptible	signs	of	infection	apparent	to	empowered	observers.		Other	objects,	conversely,	speak	to	attempts	at	averting	such	catalytic	reactions,	such	as	the	gowns	that	cloaked	medical	staff	required	to	come	into	contact	with	diseased	persons.	Likewise,	handcuffs	(Figure	7.2)	and	shackles	constrained	bored,	distressed	or	‘undisciplined’	detainees	from	deliberately	violating	the	strict	spatial	delineations	within	the	quarantine	landscape.	These	artefacts	remain	in	the	Station’s	moveable	heritage	collection,	serving	as	a	synecdoche	for	long-lost	structures	in	the	landscape,	whether	the	lock-up	once	erected	within	view	of	the	arrival	wharf,	or	the	quarantine	hulk	Faraway	moored	just	offshore.	
	Figure	7.2	Darby-style	iron	handcuffs	from	the	Sydney	Quarantine	Station	Moveable	Heritage	Collection,	dated	circa	1880	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	While	the	quarantine	assemblage	coheres	around	relations	of	contagion,	it	is	historically	predicated	upon	attempts	to	disrupt	these	undesirable	relations.	As	Harrison	(2011,	156)	contends,	“the	notion	of	an	assemblage	allows	for	relationships	which	are	not	necessarily	directed	towards	the	functioning	of	the	whole,	but	which	might	indeed	cause	a	network	to	stall	or	even	cease	functioning”	(see	also	Bennett	2005;	Bennett	2010).	The	quarantine	institution	was	established	as	a	means	of	regulating	and	
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rupturing	the	relations	embodied	in	the	global	spread	of	contagious	disease.	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	acted	to	sever	such	infectious	relations	between	Sydney	and	the	world	beyond,	formed	along	trade	and	immigration	routes.	Within	the	confines	of	the	institution,	the	complex	structuring	of	the	quarantine	landscape	is	still	discernible	in	the	decaying	fencelines	that	delimit	areas	such	as	the	hospital	ground	or	second	cemetery,	once	designed	to	manage	‘unhealthy’	relations	by	preventing	entities	from	coming	into	contact.	Similarly,	the	cleansing	and	disinfection	procedures	represented	by	extant	structures	such	as	the	autoclaves	and	bath	houses	severed	these	relations	entirely	by	nullifying	the	contagious	capacities	of	mobile	objects	and	bodies.	The	components	of	the	assemblage	are	involved	in	“processes	that	stabilise	or	destabilise	the	identity	of	the	assemblage”	(DeLanda	2006,	19).	While	the	quarantine	assemblage	imbued	its	entities	–	be	they	goods	or	people	–	with	the	capacity	to	be	diseased,	the	practices	and	procedures	in	place	within	the	Station	can	be	understood	as	attempts	to	prevent	the	expression	of	this	capacity.	By	thinking	of	the	quarantine	assemblage	and	institution	relationally,	“we	are	able	to	identify	both	relationships	of	functional	flow	and	more	volatile	relationships	of	friction	and	conflict”	(R.	Harrison	2011,	156).	Deleuze	(in	conversation	with	Parnet	2006,	69)	has	described	the	relations	of	assemblages	as	“contagions”	and	“epidemics”.	I	contend	that,	in	the	case	of	quarantine,	this	metaphor	becomes	quite	literal.	Contagion	is	a	crucial	form	of	relation	that,	while	not	directly	visible,	has	significant	material	implications	for	the	site.	Cipolla	(1992,	4)	has	described	the	“sequences	of	transmission”	by	which	disease	could	be	communicated	according	to	theories	of	miasma,	trajectories	of	disease	that	include	“miasma	à	man;	infected	object	à	man;	infected	animal	à	man;	man	(infected)	à	man”.	These	“circuits	of	infection”	demonstrate	some	of	the	complex	relations	between	the	heterogeneous	entities	that	characterised	the	quarantine	assemblage,	and	which	transcend	simple	spatial	and	temporal	associations.	They	are	relations	that,	far	from	being	undermined	by	mobility,	actually	emerge	from	the	movement	and	trajectory	of	people,	ships,	goods,	and	disease.	However,	these	are	also	accompanied	by	circuits	of	disinfection	–	the	processes	and	procedures	that	the	quarantine	institution	imposed	in	order	to	prevent	contagious	exchanges.	Archaeologically,	these	circuits	are	particularly	apparent	via	the	remnants	of	the	funicular	railway,	which	inscribes	these	imposed	routes	and	trajectories	directly	into	the	landscape.	
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	Figure	7.3	Remnants	of	the	funicular	railway	system,	including	extant	sections	of	track	leading	into	the	autoclaves	and	bathing	block,	plus	paths	and	stairways	that	maintain	the	thoroughfares	once	created	for	the	railway	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	
7.6 The	Institution	as	Assemblage	Institutions	are	often	evaluated	against	the	framework	of	the	‘total	institution’,	described	half	a	century	ago	by	Goffman	(1961,	11)	as	a	place	“cut	off	from	the	wider	society	for	an	appreciable	period	of	time”	where	people	“lead	an	enclosed	formally	administered	round	of	life”.	These	institutions	are	conceptualised	as	insulated	organisations,	physically	and	culturally	isolated	from	the	broader	populace.	Assemblage	theory,	by	contrast,	has	been	described	as	a	heuristic	tool	for	looking	beyond	such	totalities.	Franklin,	Johnson	and	Bonney	(2016,	xi)	contend	that	the	work	of	assemblage	begins	by	“interrogating	and	un-making	the	apparent	totality	of	things	in	the	world,	and	weakening	the	ironclad	spatial	and	temporary	boundedness	of	meaningful	assemblages”.	Deleuze’s	conception	of	the	assemblage,	DeLanda	(2006,	10)	argues,	
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presents	a	theoretical	alternative	to	totalities.	Rather	than	encapsulating	a	seamless	unit,	the	exterior	relations	of	the	assemblage	allow	for	components	to	be	detached,	and	boundaries	to	be	destabilised.	Processes	of	territorialisation	sharpen	and	enforce	the	boundaries	of	the	assemblage,	whereas	a	deterritorialising	process	is	one	“which	either	destabilises	spatial	boundaries	or	increases	internal	heterogeneity”	(DeLanda	2006,	13).	Within	the	quarantine	institution,	these	deterritorialising	and	destabilising	processes	are	expressed	in	a	number	of	ways.	The	constant	influx,	and	corresponding	departure,	of	people,	goods,	ships,	and	disease	to	and	from	North	Head	can	be	understood	as	repeated	breaches	of	the	boundaries	of	the	Quarantine	Station,	largely	as	sanctioned	by	the	institution	but	also	in	ways	that	subverted	and	violated	institutional	rules	and	authority.	Furthermore,	the	spatial	boundaries	of	quarantine	can	themselves	be	seen	to	expand	and	contract	at	different	historical	moments,	both	in	response	to	acute	events	such	as	pandemics,	and	as	part	of	broader	and	longer-ranging	alterations	to	the	Station’s	scale	of	operations.	Furthermore,	the	introduction	of	new	types	of	objects,	new	strains	of	disease,	and	new	(or	newly	reconceptualised)	social	groups	into	the	institution	represents	a	contribution	to	the	heterogeneity	of	the	quarantine	assemblage.	The	increasingly	complex	methods	of	social	and	spatial	segregation	across	the	quarantine	landscape	are	therefore	demonstrative	of	attempts	to	restore	order	and	to	reassert	the	boundaries	of	the	assemblage.	These	processes	result	in	moments	of	“instability	at	the	border	of	assemblages”	(A.	M.	Jones	2017,	87).	Understood	as	an	ongoing	process	of	assembly,	it	becomes	clear	that	while	the	quarantine	institution	was	intended	to	contain	and	neutralise	contagion,	“it	does	not	form	a	hermetic	whole”	(Fowler	2013,	22).	Rather,	its	boundaries	are	ragged	and	ephemeral.	The	quarantine	assemblage	interlocks	with	and	intercedes	in	other	assemblages	across	a	range	of	scales.	Its	borders	are	constantly	being	reshaped	and	destabilised	by	its	collisions	and	interactions	with	other	entities	and	assemblages.	The	objects,	people,	vessels,	and	diseases	that	compose	the	assemblage	–	including	archaeologists	–	are	continually	coming	and	going,	and	being	materially	and	conceptually	transformed.	They	are	characterised	by	mobility	and	impermanence	–	what	Franklin,	Johnson	and	Bonney	(2016,	xii)	term	the	“fundamental	restlessness	by	which	mobile	subjects	assemble”.	Processes	of	assembly,	of	territorialisation,	and	of	interaction,	are	continually	at	work,	shaping	the	contents	and	boundaries	of	the	quarantine	assemblage. This	is	not	to	deny	that	the	Quarantine	Station	can	be	understood	as	a	unified	whole,	nor	that	quarantine	can	be	analysed	at	the	institutional	level.	As	DeLanda	(2006,	10)	argues,	“a	whole	may	be	both	analysable	into	separate	parts	and	at	the	same	time	have	irreducible	properties”.	By	arguing	that	the	institution	cannot	be	totalised,	DeLanda	is	reiterating	what	has	been	demonstrated	throughout	this	chapter,	and	my	thesis	more	broadly.	The	quarantine	assemblage	is	not	merely	the	sum	of	its	parts	but	rather	emerges	from	its	relations	and	capacities	–	relations	which	can	also	cut	across	the	
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institution’s	nominally	sealed	borders.	As	an	assemblage,	the	quarantine	institution	operates	as	a	whole,	but	as	Bennett	(2010,	24)	stresses,	that	whole	is	not	a	“stolid	block	but	an	open-ended	collective”.		While	the	historical	flows	of	contagion	are	global,	the	assemblage	of	the	quarantine	institution	coheres	around	the	competing	and	complementary	circuits	of	infection	and	disinfection	that	were	enacted	across	the	landscape	of	North	Head.	
7.7 The	Assemblage	Across	Time	and	Space	Time	and	space	were	the	major	technologies	through	which	quarantine	was	enacted;	they	likewise	operate	and	are	expressed	within	the	archaeological	record	across	a	spectrum	of	scales	and	registers.	Throughout	this	research,	I	have	disassembled	the	quarantine	institution	into	its	constituent	parts.	From	the	level	of	the	landscape	through	to	the	individual	object,	the	preceding	chapters	have	laid	bare	the	distinct	material,	spatial,	and	temporal	scales	and	registers	across	which	quarantine	operated.		Assemblage	thinking	provides	an	avenue	for	reconceptualising	the	way	in	which	we	conceive	of	scale,	neither	reifying	the	large-scale	nor	reducing	the	small-scale	to	the	level	of	the	epiphenomenon	(Harris	2017,	127,	135).	Rather,	it	acknowledges	that	assemblages	can	operate	simultaneously	across	a	range	of	scales	(Hamilakis	and	Jones	2017,	79),	which	“are	not	entirely	separate,	but	rather	integrated	within	assemblages”	(Harris	2017,	127–128).	A	single	entity	–	such	as	disease	–	can	therefore	“participate	in	all	of	these	assemblages,	cross-cutting	scales”(Conneller	2017,	184).	Tracing	the	movement	and	trajectories	of	contagion	within	and	throughout	this	multiplicity	of	assemblages	thereby	allows	for	analysis,	like	disease	itself,	to	both	move	between	and	transect	the	various	scales	and	registers	of	quarantine.	The	temporal	registers	at	which	quarantine	operates	range	from	isolated	quarantine	episodes,	to	ongoing	disease	events	such	as	the	1918–19	pneumonic	influenza	pandemic.	They	can	encompass	both	the	period	of	operation	of	the	Quarantine	Station	itself,	and	the	ongoing	transformations	of	the	assemblage	that	extend	beyond	that	period.	While	the	more	distanced	and	long-ranged	perspective	that	we	are	afforded	by	hindsight	renders	the	practice	of	quarantine	highly	temporary	and	ephemeral,	for	those	who	were	detained	at	the	site,	relatively	brief	periods	of	confinement	could	feel	interminable.	The	assemblage	includes	material	indications	of	the	ways	in	which	this	time	was	passed	and	endured,	from	radios	and	games	within	the	collection	(Figure	7.4),	to	the	inscriptions	that	mark	many	surfaces	of	the	landscape.	
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	Figure	7.4	Quoits	set	from	the	Sydney	Quarantine	Station	Moveable	Heritage	Collection	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	The	passage	of	time	is	most	clearly	observable	through	the	quarantine	landscape,	for	which	it	has	been	possible	to	construct	a	diachronic	account,	even	as	we	acknowledge	the	ways	in	which	elements	of	past	landscapes	have	persisted	into	the	present.	The	landscape	of	the	Quarantine	Station	had	largely	been	kept	quite	open	to	facilitate	the	required	levels	of	control	and	surveillance	(see	Figure	1.1).	After	its	formal	closure	and	transition	into	a	national	park,	time	provided	an	opportunity	for	the	vegetation	to	regenerate,	erasing	pathways,	blurring	former	demarcations,	disrupting	sightlines	and	obscuring	viewscapes.	These	vistas,	suggest	oral	histories	of	the	institution,	“were	fundamental	to	operations	and	to	creating	a	sense	of	connection	and	community”	(Thompson	Berrill	Landscape	Design	2006,	44).	In	this	way,	many	of	the	structures,	boundaries,	movements,	and	practices	of	the	institution	imperceptibly	receded	into	the	past.		This	was	not	a	definitive	transition,	however.	While	many	of	the	buildings	and	fence	lines	that	initially	established	and	enforced	the	spatial	distribution	of	the	site	have	been	demolished,	this	research	has	demonstrated	the	extent	to	which	historical	delineations	have	persisted	and	endured,	and	even	been	incorporated	into	the	site’s	modern	incarnation	as	a	tourism	and	heritage	destination.	In	this	manner,	the	diseases	that	discursively	or	physically	entered	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	throughout	its	
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operational	history	continue	to	exert	agency	over	the	capacity	of	modern	visitors	to	move	through	the	landscape.	Furthermore,	as	these	guests	deposit	their	own	debris,	from	wine	glasses	to	lost	shoes,	they	contribute	to	the	ongoing	archaeological	assembly	of	the	site	at	locations	largely	dictated	by	the	historic	‘presence’	of	disease	at	North	Head.	In	this	manner	the	institution	remains	a	historically	coherent	institution,	legible	through	its	emergent	archaeology,	yet	never	ossified	into	a	stable	totality.	Time	and	its	passage	are	more	difficult	to	discern	within	the	moveable	heritage	collection,	where	provenance	information	for	many	of	the	objects	is	lacking	and	no	clear	stratifying	information	can	be	discerned.	The	nature	of	quarantine	indicates	that	many	of	the	objects	associated	with	the	institution	either	passed	through	briefly	–	for	instance,	after	disinfection	as	luggage	or	cargo	–	or	were	discarded	or	destroyed	once	they	were	no	longer	of	use	(or	no	longer	considered	safe	to	use	because	of	their	contact	with	disease).	While	some	of	these	objects	have	returned	as	donations	from	former	staff	or	detainees,	the	majority	of	the	artefacts	within	the	collection	are	those	that	persisted	in	situ.	The	Wedgwood	dinner	service	is	a	clear	example;	a	newspaper	report	from	1934	noted	that	the	service	was	“seventy	years	old”	and	had	been	“preserved”	(Moore	1934).	Both	its	presence	in	the	collection	and	personal	accounts	indicate	that	it	remained	in	use	well	after	that	date	(J.	Roberts	2016).	What	are	present	within	the	collection	are	objects	that	provide	insight	into	how	time	was	marked	and	experienced	within	quarantine.	Much	as	a	clock	in	the	centre	of	the	first	class	precinct	tracked	the	often	tedious	hours	spent	in	quarantine	(Figure	7.5),	the	changing	names	and	emblems	that	brand	quarantine	objects	mark	the	passage	of	time	via	the	changing	agencies	responsible	for	the	operation	of	the	institution,	and	in	so	doing,	the	change	from	colony	to	nation.	Log	books	and	official	diaries	recorded	the	comings	and	goings	of	ships,	people,	cargo,	mail,	and	in	accompaniment,	the	passage	of	disease.	Headstones,	inscriptions,	and	monuments	record	moments	in	time	and	commemorate	past	presences	(Figure	7.6).	And	technological	improvements	in	diagnosis	and	disinfection	not	only	materialise	developments	in	medical	knowledge,	but	also	indicate	the	extent	to	which	the	significance	of	time	was	diminished,	as	other	technologies	supplanted	its	import	as	a	buffer	for	containing	the	spread	of	disease.	
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	Figure	7.5	Clock	attached	to	the	exterior	of	the	telephone	office	in	the	first	class	precinct	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	
	Figure	7.6	Monument	erected	by	the	surviving	passengers	of	the	immigrant	ship	Constitution,	which	was	quarantined	at	North	Head	in	1855.	This	obelisk	itself	became	a	prominent	landscape	marker	–	it	is	visible	in	the	upper	right	quadrant	of	an	1877	illustration	of	the	site,	reproduced	here	as	Figure	4.19	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	
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Furthermore,	the	latent	capacities	that	exist	within	the	assemblage,	in	its	potential	for	infection,	remind	us	that	the	biography	of	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	is	not	only	marked	by	past	occurrences,	but	also	by	possible	futures.	The	changes	that	have	marked	the	history	of	the	institution	were	responses	to	the	novel	entities	which	were	constantly	being	integrated	into	the	assemblage,	as	new	ships	and	their	charges	were	placed	into	quarantine.	Yet	capacities	also	resulted	from	shifts	in	the	relations	within	which	entities	were	situated,	such	that	changing	relations	permitted	“different	properties	to	emerge	and	thereby	different	and	unpredictable	futures	to	become	possible”	(Crellin	2017,	118).	Hamilakis	and	Jones	(2017,	82)	draw	on	the	concept	of	‘bundles’,	which	“encapsulate	past	relations	…	while	also	promoting	future	relations”.	The	quarantine	assemblage	is	in	many	ways	an	ontological	palimpsest	of	these	different	registers;	there	is	a	“commingling	of	different	times”	which	“allows	new	understandings	of	temporality	and	historicity	to	emerge”	(Hamilakis	and	Jones	2017,	82).	Through	the	assemblage	we	see	how	the	Quarantine	Station	is	both	temporal	and	temporary,	characterised	as	it	is	by	mobility,	transition,	and	impermanence,	and	yet	enduring	through	its	collections	and	landscapes.	Quarantine,	and	the	flows	of	contagion	which	it	seeks	to	disrupt	and	control,	also	operates	across	a	spectrum	of	spatial	registers.	These	range	from	the	scale	of	the	microbe	–	only	made	visible	through	its	interactions	with	the	technologies	of	the	laboratory	–	through	to	the	(potentially)	diseased	bodies	and	objects	which	those	microbes	inhabited.	Beyond	lie	the	differentially	restricted	spaces	to	which	individuals	had	access,	and	finally,	the	whole	bounded	landscape	of	the	institution.	While	it	is	this	scale	of	the	institution,	and	the	smaller	spaces	contained	therein,	that	has	been	my	focus,	discussion	throughout	this	dissertation	has	also	suggested	some	of	the	ways	in	which	the	quarantine	assemblage	protrudes	beyond	the	spatial	boundaries	of	North	Head	in	ever-expanding	scales.	For	example,	the	extended	quarantine	landscape	encompasses	the	auxiliary	sites	across	Sydney	that	supplemented	the	Quarantine	Station	during	particularly	severe	epidemics;	the	national	system	of	quarantine	stations	encircling	the	Australian	continent;	and	the	global	networks	of	ports,	trade,	immigration,	and	quarantine	sites,	through	which	disease	circulated.		Assemblage	theory,	and	relationality	more	generally,	can	be	seen	in	part	as	attempts	to	theorise	such	global	circulations	(Bennett	2005,	445).	In	her	calls	for	a	relational	approach	to	globalisation	and	institutional	confinement,	Casella	(2013,	90;	see	also	Casella	2016,	127)	has	drawn	attention	to	the	ways	in	which	the	modern	era	is	characterised	by	the	movement	of	both	people	and	objects	around	the	globe	in	“dynamic	webs	of	intercontinental	movement	and	exchange”.	Furthermore,	as	Jackson	(2012,	59)	contends,	the	prevalence	of	diseases	such	as	cholera	has	also	meant	that	this	“circulation	of	goods	and	people	…	had	become	potentially	deadly”.		North	Head	can	be	understood	as	containing	a	range	of	interlocking	assemblages,	but	also	as	being	situated	within	a	global	assemblage	of	disease	transmission,	the	broader	assemblages	folding	into	the	highly	localised	ones	(A.	M.	Jones	2017,	92).		
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The	quarantine	institution	is	a	particularly	instructive	level	of	analysis	because	of	the	way	the	institution	was	both	formed	by	–	and	in	response	to	–	these	global	flows,	even	as	it	sought	to	disrupt	them.	The	ontologically	insecure	entities	of	contagious	disease	–	the	presumptive	microscopic	‘germs’	–	were	reified	by	their	contact	with	the	massive	disinfection	chambers	which	remain	in	situ	beside	Quarantine	Beach.	In	so	doing,	those	very	devices	sterilised	the	putative	‘germs’	into	nothingness,	transforming	‘foul’	luggage	into	‘clean’	goods	without	ever	validating	the	actual	existence	of	the	foreign	bacteria.	The	assemblage	of	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	operates	across	a	series	of	such	scales	and	registers,	and	both	contains	and	is	situated	within	“a	constellation	of	sub-assemblages”	(A.	M.	Jones	2017,	87).	However,	the	quarantine	assemblage	can	be	analysed	at	any	(and	all)	of	these	scales,	and	indeed	a	recognition	of	the	ways	in	which	the	Quarantine	Station	is	situated	within	these	spatial	registers	is	crucial	to	understanding	how	the	institution	operated.	Conceiving	of	the	institution	as	an	assemblage	allows	us	both	to	recognise	and	interrogate	this	fact,	and	to	fold	together	and	move	between	these	scales	(Crellin	2017,	113;	Harris	2017,	133–134),	linked	by	the	flows	and	bonds	of	contagion. 
7.8 Conclusion	Considering	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	through	the	framework	of	assemblage	facilitates	the	construction	of	an	archaeology	of	quarantine	that	more	fully	encapsulates	the	significance	of	contagion	within	the	institution.	Approached	through	this	lens,	disease	is	seen	to	play	a	number	of	historically	and	materially	embedded	roles.		Understood	as	a	cultural	and	discursive	trope,	as	well	as	a	biological	entity,	disease	is	revealed	as	a	dynamic	component	within	the	assemblage.	A	range	of	relations	also	arise	from	disease,	both	directly	in	the	form	of	contagion,	and	indirectly	as	other	entities	act	to	locate,	to	make	visible,	or	to	neutralise	disease.	Finally,	disease	manifests	as	the	capacity	for	infection,	a	capacity	that	extends	not	only	to	people	but	also	to	the	places	they	occupied,	the	structures	that	housed	them,	and	the	myriad	objects	they	interacted	with.	Assemblage	theory	makes	it	possible	to	articulate	why	the	Quarantine	Station	is	perceived	as	a	place	of	death	and	disease,	despite	the	apparent	health	of	most	of	the	people	who	passed	through	the	institution.	The	practices	and	behaviours	revealed	throughout	the	quarantine	assemblage	were	not	only	responses	to	the	actual	presence	of	disease,	but	precautions	enacted	in	anticipation	of	the	capacity	for	disease,	and	the	potential	futures	–	and	fears	–	that	it	evoked.	The	wider	value	of	this	approach	lies	also	in	elucidating	the	much	broader	assemblage	of	quarantine	and	contagion	within	which	the	institution	at	North	Head	has	historically	been	situated.	Contagious	diseases	perform	at	a	range	of	scales,	from	the	level	of	the	global	pandemic	to	the	individual	and	embodied	experience	of	illness.	Likewise,	quarantine	is	both	a	global	network,	linking	ports	across	the	world	through	the	vector	of	disease,	and	a	localised	practice,	which	seeks	to	protect	the	community	by	severing	those	links.	In	an	institution	intended	to	expunge	and	erase	disease,	it	has	instead	
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endured,	persevered,	and	been	reiterated,	embedded	within	collections	and	inscribed	across	the	landscape.				 	
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Chapter	8: Conclusions	
8.1 Introduction	Despite	historical	criticisms	of	quarantine	–	on	the	basis	of	efficacy,	economics,	and	civil	liberties	–	recent	decades	have	witnessed	a	resurgence	in	quarantine	practices	in	response	to	pandemics	of	diseases	including	Severe	Acute	Respiratory	Syndrome	(SARS)	and	avian	influenza	(Gensini,	Yacoub,	and	Conti	2004;	Conti	2008;	Tognotti	2013).	Within	Australia,	these	practices	have	shifted	away	from	the	coastline	to	internal	borders	and	international	airports.	In	so	doing,	quarantine	has	also	been	reformulated,	enacted	in	such	a	way	that	what	was	previously	a	collective	experience	is	now	highly	individualised.	For	decades	it	has	entailed	a	form	of	political	theatre	at	Australia’s	international	airports,	through	the	screening	of	luggage	for	food,	plant	matter	and	animal	products.	Nevertheless,	the	introduction	in	2014–15	of	procedures	to	screen	passengers	for	exposure	to	Ebola	virus	was	a	pertinent	reminder	that	travellers	themselves	also	remain	subject	to	quarantine	practices.	This	development	marks	not	only	a	revival	of	quarantine,	but	also	a	transformation,	in	which	the	place	of	quarantine	has	been	relocated	and	its	practices	reconceptualised.		The	formal	decommissioning	of	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	in	1984	brought	to	a	close	the	network	of	institutions	that	had	prophylactically	encircled	mainland	Australia	throughout	much	of	the	nineteenth	and	twentieth	centuries.	Nevertheless,	the	continuation	of	the	processes	associated	with	them	remains	visible	in	the	biosecurity	measures	noted	above,	and	echoes	of	quarantine	can	also	be	identified	within	contemporary	immigration	policies,	in	particular	the	offshore	detention	centres	in	which	Australia	detains	refugees	and	asylum	seekers	(Bashford	and	Strange	2002).	The	historical	practice	of	quarantine	thus	has	an	ongoing	legacy	which	lends	particular	resonance	to	the	present	thesis.	I	therefore	conclude	by	briefly	considering	some	of	the	implications	of	this	study	and	the	potential	avenues	it	suggests	for	future	archaeological	research.		
8.2 Beyond	the	Institution:	Future	Archaeologies	of	Quarantine	Despite	its	ongoing	material	legacies,	minimal	archaeological	attention	has	previously	been	paid	to	quarantine.	While	scholarship	on	the	archaeology	of	institutions	more	broadly	is	well	developed,	there	is	scope	for	further	investigation	of	quarantine	at	a	variety	of	scales	and	perspectives.	Studies	of	the	historical	practice	of	quarantine	may	also	contribute	to	our	knowledge	of	its	contemporary	manifestations.	Although	the	modern	practice	of	quarantine	has	been	relocated,	and	reconfigured	in	a	number	of	significant	ways,	it	is	embedded	within	many	of	the	same	core	concepts	that	first	spurred	its	use	as	a	public	health	measure.	In	providing	insight	into	the	ways	in	which	it	was	previously	enacted	within	defined	institutions,	archaeological	studies	of	quarantine	also	have	ramifications	for	the	more	amorphous	and	ad	hoc	antecedents	of	the	
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quarantine	institution.	The	present	account	prompts	further	avenues	of	inquiry	both	for	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	and	beyond.	My	own	interpretation	of	North	Head	has	primarily	drawn	on	the	evolving	landscapes	of	the	institution	and	the	diverse	objects	that	now	comprise	the	Sydney	Quarantine	Station	Moveable	Heritage	Collection.	I	have	also	alluded,	however,	to	the	artefact	scatters	and	dumps	which	proliferate	across	the	site	(Figure	8.1).	From	middens	to	modern	landfill	(Rathje	and	Murphy	2001),	rubbish	acts	as	a	rich	source	of	evidence	for	archaeologists.	In	the	case	of	quarantine	in	particular,	it	is	not	only	the	contents	of	the	dumps	that	are	of	interest,	but	also	the	discard	processes	that	have	created	them.	Garbage	has	been	understood	as	a	source	of	miasma	and	contagion	(Rathje	and	Murphy	2001,	85–86),	and	therefore	in	need	of	containment.	A	more	comprehensive	surface	survey	of	these	artefacts	and	their	concentration	across	North	Head	would	therefore	contribute	to	our	understanding	of	the	differentially	healthy	nature	of	the	quarantine	landscape	as	established	by	the	present	study.	
	Figure	8.1	A	selection	of	glass	and	ceramic	fragments	typical	of	surface	assemblages	at	North	Head	(Source:	Peta	Longhurst).	From	a	methodological	perspective,	legislative	and	pragmatic	constraints	limit	the	potential	for	excavation	at	North	Head.	If	digging	were	to	become	more	feasible,	an	examination	of	the	sub-surface	remains	of	the	Quarantine	Station	could	also	provide	new	insights.	Small	ad	hoc	salvage	excavations	are	conducted	on	occasion	as	necessitated	by	maintenance	work	and	new	construction	at	the	site.	While	on	their	own	these	tend	to	yield	little	information	–	save	for	confirming	the	location	of	demolished	buildings	–	a	more	synthesised	approach	to	these	results	could	prove	more	productive,	particularly	in	regard	to	the	cultural	life,	social	stratifications	and	micropolitics	of	quarantine.		As	is	typical	of	a	historical	archaeological	approach,	this	study	has	drawn	on	a	range	of	textual	sources	to	provide	context	and	confirmation	and	to	aid	in	interpretation.	In	
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doing	so,	however,	it	has	been	possible	to	distinguish	material	markers	that	have	the	potential	to	identify	quarantine	practices	at	less	extensively	documented	sites.	In	particular,	the	ways	in	which	the	natural	landscape	was	both	exploited	and	manipulated	to	prevent	contagion	are	a	defining	archaeological	signature	of	quarantine	at	North	Head.	Choices	such	as	the	location	of	buildings,	fences,	access	paths,	and	gates	created	defined	zones	within	the	landscape	and	structured	movement	throughout	the	site	into	the	present.	Despite	elements	that	might	elude	explanation	without	historical	records	-	such	as	the	placement	of	cemeteries	within	the	'healthy	ground'	-	I	suggest	that	these	landscape	features	have	the	potential	to	act	as	indicators	of	quarantine	practice	and	to	differentiate	between	other	institutional	forms.	Further	archaeological	investigations	of	quarantine	institutions	would	be	necessary	to	confirm	the	extent	to	which	these	characteristics	are	diagnostic	of	quarantine.	However,	my	own	preliminary	inquiries	at	quarantine	sites	in	Australia,	the	United	States,	and	Europe	suggests	that	while	there	is	a	great	deal	of	stylistic	and	architectural	diversity,	these	structures	and	delineations	within	the	landscape	are	a	common	and	defining	thread.	This	study	has	been	framed,	and	primarily	focused,	on	the	archaeology	of	the	quarantine	institution.	As	I	have	argued,	however,	quarantine	has	not	always	been	practiced	strictly	within	the	defined	space	of	the	institution.	The	delimitations	of	the	Quarantine	Station	have	expanded	and	contracted	at	different	historical	moments,	and	quarantine	practices	have	at	times	also	bled	out	of	the	topographical	boundaries	of	North	Head.	An	archaeological	or	geographical	approach	which	mapped	the	extent	of	these	sites	–	be	they	the	homes	and	streets	that	were	placed	under	quarantine,	the	wharves	from	which	patients	were	transported	to	North	Head	(Figure	8.2),	or	locations	such	as	the	Sydney	Cricket	Ground	that	were	utilised	when	the	main	institution	was	at	capacity	–	could	contribute	to	a	fuller	understanding	of	the	ways	in	which	the	practices	of	quarantine	extend	beyond	the	place	of	the	formalised	institution.	
	Figure	8.2	Quarantine	reserve	in	Sydney	from	which	patients	were	transported	to	North	Head.	Note	the	plague	proclamation	affixed	to	the	fence	at	left	(Source:	“Quarantine	Reserve	and	Wharf	in	Sydney	Domain”	1900).	
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Throughout	this	dissertation,	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	has	also	been	positioned	within	a	global	network	of	quarantine	sites,	which	I	see	as	suggesting	two	major	avenues	for	further	research.	The	first	of	these	is	a	comparative	analysis	of	how	quarantine	has	been	practised,	and	materialised,	across	time	and	space.	For	example,	how	does	the	practice	of	quarantine	at	North	Head	compare	with	the	English	system	of	isolation	(Maglen	2005),	and	is	there	a	clear	difference	archaeologically?	What	differences	are	there	in	the	material	manifestations	of	quarantine	in	Australia	in	contrast	with	the	‘Old	World’,	such	as	the	French	lazaretto	on	Ratonneau	Island,	established	in	the	same	year	as	North	Head	(Bergdoll	1987;	Longhurst	2014)?	How	do	quarantine	sites	with	de	facto	immigration	functions,	such	as	North	Head,	relate	to	immigration	sites	which	also	regulate	health,	such	as	Angel	Island	in	San	Francisco	and	Ellis	Island	in	New	York?	My	own	preliminary	research	and	fieldwork	at	several	of	these	sites	suggests	there	are	both	commonalities	and	substantive	divergences	from	the	quarantine	practice	at	North	Head	worthy	of	more	sustained	evaluation.			Moreover,	there	is	scope	for	a	more	detailed	analysis	of	the	network	itself	–	not	only	in	comparing	international	sites	of	quarantine,	but	in	drawing	out	the	connections	and	relations	between	them,	established	by	the	movement	of	people,	goods,	ships,	and	disease	across	the	globe.	As	I	have	argued,	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	is	both	a	discrete	archaeological	assemblage,	and	a	component	of	a	broader	global	and	globalised	assemblage	of	contagion.	Collectively,	this	research	would	develop	our	understanding	of	quarantine	not	as	an	isolated	and	confined	act,	but	rather	a	practice	conducted	at	sites	that	are	at	once	distributed	around	the	world	and	enmeshed	within	a	web	of	disease	control	and	all	of	its	implications.	
8.3 Beyond	Quarantine:	Future	Archaeologies	of	Contagion	Looking	beyond	the	practice	of	quarantine,	the	theoretical	and	methodological	perspectives	adopted	throughout	this	research	also	have	implications	for	archaeological	thought	and	practice	that	can	be	more	broadly	applied.	Assemblage	theory	(R.	Harrison	2011;	Pezzarossi	2014;	Bonney,	Franklin,	and	Johnson	2016;	Hamilakis	and	Jones	2017),	and	relational	theories	more	generally	(Hodder	2012;	Fowler	2013;	Casella	2013;	Casella	2016),	are	already	being	applied	to	a	diverse	range	of	archaeological	sites	and	questions.	These	approaches	prompt	archaeologists	to	broaden	their	understanding	of	what	is	grouped	together	within	the	assemblage,	and	to	more	deeply	interrogate	the	formation	of	the	assemblage	and	the	relations	that	define	it.	However,	as	highlighted	in	the	previous	chapter,	this	is	not	a	strict	and	rigid	approach,	but	rather	a	prompt	for	a	multiplicity	of	applications	and	perspectives.	I	therefore	argue	that	my	own,	epidemiological	conception	of	the	assemblage	makes	two	particular	contributions	to	the	application	of	relational	theory	to	archaeology.	The	study	of	North	Head,	and	my	examination	of	the	role	of	disease	within	the	quarantine	assemblage,	prompts	alternative	ways	of	thinking	about	health,	disease,	and	contagion.	By	recognising	the	utility	for	archaeologists	in	conceptualising	disease	
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foremost	as	a	cultural	construct,	rather	than	strictly	a	biological	entity,	its	historical	presence	can	be	discerned	not	only	in	bodies,	but	also	in	objects,	places,	and	distributed	across	landscapes.	The	scope	of	evidence	through	which	archaeologists	can	interpret	disease	widens	considerably	as	a	result,	from	a	focus	on	human	remains	and	medical	paraphernalia,	to	more	nuanced	and	fluid	interpretations	of	historical	landscapes.	While	this	ontology	is	most	clearly	demonstrated	at	sites	of	quarantine,	it	also	holds	true	much	more	broadly.		The	notion	of	capacity	is	a	particularly	useful	one	in	this	context:	it	is	not	only	important	what	is	infected,	but	also	what	could	become	infected.	While	we	may	know	via	the	historical	record	that	an	epidemic	never	reached	the	site	under	study,	or	that	disease	is	not	transmitted	in	the	way	past	actors	understood	it	to	be,	this	does	not	mean	that	it	lacked	material	manifestations	or	potent	relations.	Perceiving	contagion	as	a	capacity	embodied	within	the	artefacts	at	a	site	allows	us	to	think	through	the	ways	in	which	the	mere	threat	of	disease	shaped	human	behaviour,	and	thus	the	ways	that	landscapes	are	structured	and	objects	are	allowed	(or	not	allowed)	to	circulate.	Furthermore,	the	ideas	represented	here	through	the	framework	of	epidemiology	and	contagion	also	have	currency	for	understanding	assemblages	that	are	not	explicitly	centred	around	disease.	I	suggest	that	the	physical,	cultural,	and	ontological	characteristics	of	disease	as	a	polyvalent	historical	entity	can	provide	a	model	for	wider	archaeologies	of	institutions.	Placing	a	chosen	entity,	such	as	disease,	at	the	centre	of	analysis	reframes	the	assemblage,	highlighting	the	unforeseen	relations	that	the	entity	is	enmeshed	within.	This	focus	could	be	expressed	in	myriad	ways	–	for	example,	DeLanda	(2006,	68–75)	has	discussed	assemblage	as	a	way	of	conceptualising	power,	punishment,	and	authority	in	institutional	organisations.	Other	historical	assemblages	could	be	equally	theorised	in	terms	of	prevailing	cosmologies	or	constructions	such	as	class,	even	if	it	is	not	the	ostensible	organising	concept	of	the	space	under	study.	Similar	analyses	could	thus	be	extended	to	the	archaeology	of	institutions	via	heuristic	frames	such	as	labour,	sanity,	conflict,	justice	or	mobility.	By	identifying	and	tracing	the	trajectory	of	particular	entities,	capacities,	and	relations,	it	is	possible	to	draw	conceptual	and	social	linkages	that	imbue	our	understanding	of	the	assemblage	as	a	whole	with	unexpected	resonances.	
8.4 Conclusions	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	is	a	site	defined	by	the	twinned	circuits	of	infection	and	disinfection,	dual	trajectories	throughout	the	site	that	both	compete	with	and	complement	one	another.	The	quarantine	institution	was	a	crucial	component	of	a	globalised	network,	established	as	part	of	a	system	that	regulates	the	worldwide	currents	of	people,	of	cargo,	and	of	disease	(Hoskins	2016b,	254–255).	The	Station	acted	as	a	conduit,	enabling	desired	flows	of	globalisation	such	as	suitable	immigrants,	trade	goods,	and	international	communication.	At	the	same	time,	however,	it	acted	as	a	filter,	obstructing	the	unwanted	and	potentially	dangerous	flows	of	contagious	and	infectious	
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disease.	Each	one	of	these	flows	deposited	material	remnants	accessible	to	archaeological	analysis.	The	archaeology	of	quarantine	as	analysed	and	conceptualised	in	this	thesis	is	discernible	within	the	tangible	manifestations	and	implications	of	these	flows,	as	embodied	within	objects,	collections,	and	landscapes.		These	forces,	moreover,	did	not	only	play	out	within	the	global	quarantine	network,	but	were	also	enacted	in	complex	ways	within	the	site	itself.	As	this	research	has	demonstrated,	the	landscape	of	North	Head	was	not	undifferentiated,	but	rather	internally	quarantined	in	increasingly	complex	ways.	The	spatial	ordering	of	the	site	and	its	artefacts	is	indicative	of	how	the	presence	of	disease	was	managed	and	understood	–and	how	its	movement	into,	through,	and	out	of	the	landscape	was	variously	facilitated	and	curtailed.	Even	as	many	of	the	structures	responsible	were	demolished,	whether	by	intent,	accident,	or	neglect,	disease	has	endured	and	become	ontologically	embedded	within	the	topography	of	North	Head.	Furthermore,	the	objects	associated	with	the	Quarantine	Station	demonstrate	the	extent	to	which	the	institution	was	governed	not	only	by	the	actual	presence	of	disease,	but	also	the	potential	for	contagion.	Taken	as	a	collective,	the	objects	highlight	dichotomous	processes	of	arrival	and	departure,	destruction	and	preservation,	discard	and	retrieval,	and	collection	and	fragmentation.	These	dyads	governed	the	institution	and	shaped	its	material	residues.	Through	interrogations	of	individual	items,	I	have	demonstrated	the	extent	to	which	these	historical	processes	emerged	from	the	relationship	between	objects	and	disease,	and	how	the	presence	of	contagion	complicates	and	subverts	many	of	the	preliminary	interpretations	of	these	artefacts.	Through	the	objects,	collections,	and	landscapes	of	North	Head	Quarantine	Station,	I	contend	that	disease	–	as	an	entity	that	is	at	once	physical,	cultural,	and	ontological	–	is	the	primary	relation	around	which	the	assemblage	of	quarantine	coheres.		In	evaluating	the	historical	background	and	scholarly	literature	that	has	interrogated	the	institution	of	quarantine,	I	have	argued	that	it	is	defined	by	a	series	of	dualities,	dichotomies,	and	tensions.	Quarantine	manifests	both	as	practice	and	as	place,	wavering	between	the	health,	rights,	and	liberties	of	the	individual	and	those	of	the	collective.	It	operates	as	a	friction	point	between	the	multiple	functions	of	public	health,	trade,	and	immigration.		Moreover,	my	own	research	has	demonstrated	that,	from	an	archaeological	perspective,	there	is	another	major	contradiction	at	the	heart	of	the	quarantine	institution.	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	was	intended	to	act	as	a	technology	of	public	health.	Its	objective	was	to	break	the	bonds	of	contagion,	to	expunge	disease	from	the	landscape,	and	to	prevent	maladies	from	infecting	the	wider	Sydney	populace.	While	the	effectiveness	with	which	these	goals	were	achieved	is	debatable,	they	resulted	in	institutional	artefacts,	spaces	and	procedures	which	can	be	read	and	interpreted	via	the	archaeological	record.	What	this	dissertation	has	demonstrated	is	that	in	a	very	
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material	sense,	disease	was	not	erased,	but	rather	persists	–	through	its	enduring	presence	within	the	archaeological	assemblage	of	quarantine.				 	
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Appendix	1:	Hierarchical	Object	Classification	Adapted	from	The	Revised	Nomenclature	for	Museum	Cataloging(Blackaby	et	al.	1995).	Each	classification	is	then	divided	into	a	list	of	object	terms	(see	Blackaby	et	al.	1995,	chap.	V	and	VI	for	hierarchichal	and	alphabetical	lists	of	the	preferred	terms).	
Category	 Definition	 Classifications	Structures	
		
“Artefacts	originally	created	to	define	space	for	human	activities	or	to	be	used	as	components	of	space	defining	activities”	(Blackaby	et	al.	1995,	III–1)	
• Building	
• Building	component	
• Site	feature	
• Other	structure	
Furnishings	 “Artefacts	originally	created	to	facilitate	human	activity	and	to	provide	for	physical	needs	of	people	generally	by	offering	comfort,	convenience,	or	protection”	(Blackaby	et	al.	1995,	III–2)	
• Bedding	
• Floor	covering	
• Furniture	
• Household	accessory	
• Lighting	device	
• Plumbing	fixture	
• Temperature	control	device	
• Window	or	door	covering	Personal	Artefacts	 “Artefacts	originally	created	to	serve	the	personal	needs	of	an	individual	[such]	as	clothing,	adornment,	body	protection,	or	an	aide	for	grooming”	(Blackaby	et	al.	1995,	III–4)	
• Adornment	
• Clothing	
o Footwear	
o Headwear	
o Outerwear	
o Underwear	
o Accessory	
• Personal	gear	
• Toilet	article	Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 “Tools,	equipment,	and	supplies	originally	created	to	manage,	oversee,	capture,	harvest,	or	collect	resources	and	to	transform	or	modify	particular	materials,	both	raw	and	processed”	(Blackaby	et	al.	1995,	III–5)	
• Agricultural	tools	&	equipment	
• Animal	husbandry	tools	&	equipment	
• Fishing	&	trapping	tools	&	equipment	
• Food	tools	&	equipment	
o Food	processing	
tools	&	equipment		
o Food	service	tools	&	
equipment	
• Forestry	tools	&	equipment	
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Category	 Definition	 Classifications	
• Glass,	plastics,	clayworking	tools	&	equipment	
• Leather,	horn,	shellworking	tools	&	equipment	
• Masonry	&	stoneworking	tools	&	equipment	
• Metalworking	tools	&	equipment	
• Mining	&	mineral	harvesting	tools	&	equipment	
• Painting	tools	&	equipment	
• Papermaking	tools	&	equipment	
• Textileworking	tools	&	equipment	
• Woodworking	tools	&	equipment	
• Other	tools	&	equipment	for	materials	
o Basket,	broom	&	
brush	making	tools	
&	equipment	
o Cigar	making	tools	
&	equipment	
o Lapidary	tools	&	
equipment	
o Wigmaking	tools	&	
equipment	Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
“Tools,	equipment,	and	supplies	used	for	the	observation	of	natural	phenomena	or	to	apply	knowledge	gained	from	such	phenomena”	(Blackaby	et	al.	1995,	III–11)	
• Acoustical	tools	&	equipment	
• Armament	tools	&	equipment	
o Firearm	
o Edged	
o Bludgeon	
o Artillery	
o Ammunition	
o Body	Armour	
o Accessory	
• Astronomical	tools	&	equipment	
• Biological	tools	&	equipment	
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Category	 Definition	 Classifications	
• Chemical	tools	&	equipment	
• Construction	tools	&	equipment	
• Electrical	&	magnetic	tools	&	equipment	
• Energy	production	tools	&	equipment	
• Geological	tools	&	equipment	
• Maintenance	tools	&equipment	
• Mechanical	tools	&	equipment	
• Medical	&	psychological	tools	&	equipment	
• Merchandising	tools	&	equipment	
• Meteorological	tools	&	equipment	
• Nuclear	physics	tools	&	equipment	
• Optical	tools	&	equipment	
• Regulative	&	protective	tools	&	equipment	
• Surveying	&	navigational	tools	&	equipment	
• Thermal	tools	&	equipment	
• Timekeeping	tools	&	equipment	
• Weights	&	measures	tools	&	equipment	
• Other	tools	&	equipment	for	science	&	technology	Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 “Tools,	equipment,	and	supplies	used	to	enable	communication”	(Blackaby	et	al.	1995,	III–15)	
• Data	processing	tools	&	equipment	
• Drafting	tools	&	equipment	
• Musical	tools	&	equipment	
• Photographic	tools	&	equipment	
• Printing	tools	&	equipment	
• Sound	communication	tools	&	equipment	
• Telecommunication	tools	&	equipment	
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Category	 Definition	 Classifications	
• Visual	communication	tools	&	equipment	
• Written	communication	tools	&	equipment	
• Other	tools	&	equipment	for	communication	Distribution	&	Transportation	Artefacts	 “Artefacts	originally	created	to	transport	or	distribute	animate	and	inanimate	things”	(Blackaby	et	al.	1995,	III–17)	
• Container	
• Aerospace	transportation	
o Equipment	
o Accessory	
• Land	transportation	
o Animal-powered	
o Human-powered	
o Motorised	
o Accessory	
• Rail	transportation	
o Equipment	
o Accessory	
• Water	transportation	
o Equipment	
o Accessory	Communication	Artefacts	 “Artefacts	originally	created	as	expressions	of	human	thought”	(Blackaby	et	al.	1995,	III–19)	 • Advertising	medium	• Art	• Ceremonial	artefact	
• Documentary	artefact	
• Exchange	medium	
• Personal	symbol	Recreational	Artefacts	 “Artefacts	originally	created	to	be	used	as	toys	or	to	carry	on	the	activities	of	sports,	games,	gambling,	or	public	entertainment”	(Blackaby	et	al.	1995,	III–21)	
• Game	
• Public	entertainment	device	
• Recreational	device	
• Sports	equipment	
• Toy	
Unclassifiable	Artefacts	 “Artefacts	originally	created	to	serve	a	purpose	that	cannot	be	identified	at	the	time	the	object	is	catalogued”	(Blackaby	et	al.	1995,	III–22)	
• Artefact	remnant	
• Function	unknown	
• Multiple	use	artefacts	
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Appendix	2:	Categorisation	of	objects	from	the	Sydney	
Quarantine	Station	Moveable	Heritage	Collection	Note:	Object	number	and	name	refer	to	their	designation	within	the	Sydney	Quarantine	Station	Moveable	Heritage	Collection’s	catalogue	(“Sydney	Quarantine	Station	Moveable	Heritage	Collection	on	eHive”	2016).	The	online	database	also	includes	further	details	about	collection	items	including	descriptions	and	photographs.	Category,	classification,	and	object	term	have	been	assigned	on	the	basis	of	the	Nomenclature	system	(Blackaby	et	al.	1995).Greyed-out	and	italicised	entries	indicate	that	the	function	of	an	object	is	known	but	a	suitable	object	term	could	not	be	identified	within	Nomenclature.	
Object	
Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2007.1.1-70	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair,	dining	QS2007.2.1-3	 Handcuffs	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Regulative	&	protective	t&e	 Handcuffs	QS2007.3	 Plaque	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	QS2007.4	 Bell	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Sound	communication	t&e	 Bell	QS2007.5	 Truncheon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Armament	-	bludgeon	 Club	QS2007.6	 Cloche	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Dome,	food	QS2007.7	 Cloche	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Dome,	food	QS2007.8	 Cloche	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Dome,	food	QS2007.9	 Teapot	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teapot	QS2007.10.1-2	 Coffee	pot	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Coffeepot	QS2007.11.1-2	 Coffee	pot	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Coffeepot	QS2007.12.1-5	 Storage	jar	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2007.13	 Teapot	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teapot	QS2007.14	 Teapot	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teapot	QS2007.15	 Toy	koala	 Recreational	Artifacts	 Toy	 Animal,	stuffed	QS2007.16	 Gramophone	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Sound	communication	t&e	 Phonograph	QS2007.17	 Barley	sugar	tin	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Merchandising	t&e	 Tin	QS2007.18	 Toilet	paper	roll	 Personal	Artifacts	 Toilet	article	 Paper,	toilet	
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Object	
Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2007.19	 Penny	 Communication	Artifacts	 Exchange	medium	 Coin	QS2007.20	 Chocolate	tin	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Merchandising	t&e	 Tin	QS2007.21	 Quoits	 Recreational	Artifacts	 Sports	equipment	 Quoits	QS2007.22	 Quoits	 Recreational	Artifacts	 Sports	equipment	 Quoits	QS2007.23	 Dictionary	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2007.24.1-6	 Candles	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Candle	QS2007.25	 Willem	Cigarillo	tin	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Merchandising	t&e	 Tin	QS2007.26	 Headstone	'William	Clark'	and	'James	Watt'	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2007.27	 Headstone	'Charles	&	James	Fitzgerald'	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2007.28/1-2	 Headstone	'Elizabeth	Logan'	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2007.29	 Headstone	K.A.C.L.	1850a	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2007.30	 Headstone	'Thomas	Convoy'	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2007.31	 Headstone	'Catherine	Holden'	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2007.32	 Headstone	'LM'	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2007.33	 Headstone	'Alfred	Speed'	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2007.34	 Headstone	'Mary	Erskine'	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2007.35	 Headstone	'unknown'	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2007.36	 Headstone	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2007.37	 Headstone	'J.	McDonald'	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2007.38	 Headstone	'H.A.S'	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2007.39	 Headstone	'John	Harris'	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2007.40	 Headstone	'Donald	Scott'	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2007.41	 Headstone	'Jane	Ecless'	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2007.42	 Headstone	'Pat	Dolan'	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	
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Object	
Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2007.43	 Headstone	'Thomas'	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2007.44	 Headstone	'J.A	Hawkins	Esq.'	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2007.45	 Headstone	'Passengers	of	the	William	Rodger'	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2007.46	 Headstone	'Jane	Aberdeen'	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2007.47	 Padlock	and	key	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Regulative	&	protective	t&e	 Padlock	QS2007.48	 Lifebuoy	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Water	transportation	-	accessory	 Float,	life	QS2007.49	 Keys	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2007.50	 Keys	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2007.51	 Deed	box	and	bags	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Box,	storage	QS2007.52.1-2	 Sign	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	QS2007.53	 Sign	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	QS2007.54	 Sign	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	QS2007.55	 Sign	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	QS2007.56	 Sign	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	QS2007.57	 Stamp	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Written	communication	t&e	 Stamp	QS2007.58	 Stamp	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Written	communication	t&e	 Stamp	QS2007.59	 Stamp	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Written	communication	t&e	 Stamp	QS2007.60	 Trolley	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Land	transportation	-	human-powered	 Barrow	QS2007.61	 Pump	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Sprayer,	hand	QS2007.62	 Sign	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	
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Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2007.63	 Sign	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	QS2007.64	 Sign	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	QS2007.65	 Flag	box	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Box,	wall	QS2007.66	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.67	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.68	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.69	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.70	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.71	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.72	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.73	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.74	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.75	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.76	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.77	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.78	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.79	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.80	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.81	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	
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Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2007.82	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.83	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.84	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.85	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.86	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.87	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.88	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.89	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.90	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.91	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.92	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.93	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.94	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.95	 Book	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Label	QS2007.96	 Booklet	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Booklet	QS2007.97	 Certificate	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Certificate,	achievement	QS2007.98	 Certificate	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Certificate,	achievement	QS2007.99	 Book,	'Modern	Views	in	Digestion	and	Gastric	Disease',	Hugh	MacLean	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2007.100	 Certificate	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Certificate,	achievement	QS2007.101	 Certificate	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Certificate,	achievement	
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Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2007.102	 Certificate	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Certificate,	achievement	QS2007.103	 Certificate	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Certificate,	achievement	QS2007.104	 Book,	'Recent	Advances	in	Clinical	Pathology',	Dr	Sidney	Campbell	Dyke	(ed.),	1948	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2007.105	 Book	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2007.106	 Book	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2007.107	 Book	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2007.108	 Certificate	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Certificate,	achievement	QS2007.109.1-2	 Wax	cast	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Model,	anatomical	QS2007.110	 Wax	cast	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Model,	anatomical	QS2007.111	 Sign	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	QS2007.112	 Mask	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Respirator	QS2007.113	 Syringe	set	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Syringe	QS2007.114	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Bottle,	medicine	QS2007.115	 Measuring	glass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Weights	&	measures	t&e	 Measure,	liquid	QS2007.116.1-8	 Measuring	glass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Weights	&	measures	t&e	 Measure,	liquid	QS2007.117	 Microscope	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Optical	t&e	 Microscope	QS2007.118	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Bottle,	medicine	QS2007.119	 Forceps	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Forceps	QS2007.120.1-12	 Sputum	mug	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Spittoon,	invalid	
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Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2007.121	 Thermometer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Thermometer	QS2007.122.1-4	 Wall	thermometer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Thermal	t&e	 Thermometer	QS2007.123.1-4		 Candle	holder	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Candlestick	QS2007.124	 Candle	holder	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Candlestick	QS2007.125	 Warrant	card	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Card,	identification	QS2007.126	 Book	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Log	QS2007.127	 Book	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2007.128	 Doctors	prescription	pad	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Notebook	QS2007.129	 Letter	dispensary	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Written	communication	t&e	 Rack,	letter	QS2007.130	 Sign	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	QS2007.131	 Circular	saw	regulations	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Booklet	QS2007.132	 AANS	Pledge	of	Service	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Manuscript	QS2007.133	 Optometrist	eye	chart	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Chart,	visual-acuity	QS2007.134	 Architectural	plans	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Drawing,	architectural	QS2007.135	 Inventory	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Inventory	QS2007.136	 Certificate	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Certificate,	achievement	QS2007.137.1-88	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2007.138	 Table	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Table	QS2007.139	 Desk	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Desk	QS2007.140	 Table	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Table	QS2007.141	 Desk	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Desk	QS2007.142.1-2	 Scale	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Weights	&	measures	t&e	 Scale,	balance	QS2007.143.1-3	 Table	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Table	QS2007.144	 Sideboard	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Sideboard	QS2007.145.1-2	 Sideboard	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Sideboard	QS2007.146	 Cruet	stand	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Cruet	
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Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2007.147	 Cruet	stand	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Cruet	QS2007.148	 Cruet	stand	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Cruet	QS2007.149	 Cruet	stand	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Cruet	QS2007.150	 Canister	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Canister	QS2007.151	 Canister	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Canister	QS2007.152	 Canister	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Canister	QS2007.153	 Canister	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Canister	QS2007.154	 Canister	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Canister	QS2007.155	 Knife	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Knife	QS2007.156.1-18	 Fork	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Fork	QS2007.157.1-2	 Teapot	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teapot	QS2007.158.1-8	 Sugar	bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl,	sugar	QS2007.159.1-2	 Mail	disinfector	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Autoclave	QS2007.160.1-2	 Platter	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Platter	QS2007.161.1-2	 Blacksmith	tongs	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Metalworking	t&e	 Tongs	QS2007.162	 Teapot	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teapot	QS2007.163	 Measuring	glass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Weights	&	measures	t&e	 Measure,	liquid	QS2007.164.1-3	 Strainer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Strainer	QS2007.165	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.166	 Blanket	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Blanket	QS2007.167	 Etching	on	slate	 Communication	Artifacts	 Art	 Engraving	QS2007.168	 Cyanogas	dust	blower	rabbit	fumigator	pump	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Sprayer,	hand	QS2007.169	 Wheel	barrow	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Land	transportation	-	human-powered	 Wheelbarrow	QS2007.170	 Lifebuoy	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Water	transportation	-	accessory	 Float,	life	QS2007.171	 Nurse's	cape	 Personal	Artifacts	 Clothing	-	outerwear	 Cape	
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Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2007.172	 Nurse's	cape	 Personal	Artifacts	 Clothing	-	outerwear	 Cape	QS2007.173	 Heater	 Furnishings	 Temperature	control	devices	 Heater	QS2007.174	 Disc	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 (Autoclave?)	QS2007.175	 Pick	head	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Masonry	&	stoneworking	t&e	 Pick	QS2007.176.1-2	 Milk	caddy	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Caddy	QS2007.177	 Certificate	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Certificate	QS2007.178	 Certificate	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Certificate	QS2007.179	 Lamp	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Lamp,	oil	QS2007.180	 Dinghy	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Water	transportation	-	equipment	 Dinghy	QS2007.181	 Table	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Table,	dining	QS2007.182	 Box	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Optical	t&e	 Microscope	QS2007.183	 Pot	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Washtub	QS2007.184	 Penny	 Communication	Artifacts	 Exchange	medium	 Coin	QS2007.185	 Cricket	ball	 Recreational	Artifacts	 Sports	equipment	 Ball,	cricket	QS2007.186	 Kettle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Kettle	QS2007.187	 Seat	leg	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Bench	QS2007.188	 Seat	end	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Seat,	garden	QS2007.189	 Wardrobe	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Wardrobe	QS2007.190	 Cabinet	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Cabinet	QS2007.191	 Bench	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Bench	QS2007.192	 Table	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Table	QS2007.193	 Chest	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chest	QS2007.194	 Seat	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Bench	QS2007.195	 Deck	chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair,	garden	QS2007.196	 Stool	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Stool	QS2007.197	 Sofa	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Lounge	QS2007.198	 Table	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Table	QS2007.199/1-2	 Bayonet	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Armament	-	edged	 Bayonet,	sword	QS2007.200	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2007.201	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	
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Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2007.202	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2007.203	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2007.204	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2007.205	 Dental	chair	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Chair,	dentist's	QS2007.206	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair,	folding	QS2007.207	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2007.208	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2007.209	 Armchair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2007.210.1-3	 Armchair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2007.211	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2007.212	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2007.213	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2007.214	 High	chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Highchair	QS2007.215	 Washstand	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Washstand	QS2007.216	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2007.217	 Bench	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Bench	QS2007.219.1-3	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2007.220	 Cupboard	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Cupboard	QS2007.221	 Display	case	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Cabinet,	display	QS2007.222	 Latch	 Structures	 Building	component	 Bolt	QS2007.223	 Pulley	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Mechanical	t&e	 Pulley	QS2007.224	 Hook	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Hook	QS2007.225	 Table	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Table,	kitchen	QS2007.226	 Washing	machine	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Machine,	washing	QS2007.227	 Autoclave	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Autoclave	QS2007.228	 Autoclave	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Autoclave	QS2007.229	 Trolley	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Land	transportation	-	human-powered	 Barrow	QS2007.230	 Trolley	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Land	transportation	-	human-powered	 Barrow	QS2007.231	 Boiler	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Energy	production	t&e	 Boiler,	steam	
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Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2007.232	 Water	tank	 Structures	 Other	structure	 Reservoir	QS2007.233	 Ginger	beer	bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2007.234	 Tank	 Furnishings	 Plumbing	fixture	 Conditioner,	water	QS2007.235	 Heater	 Furnishings	 Temperature	control	devices	 Heater	QS2007.236	 Box	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Box	QS2007.237	 Washing	machine	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Machine,	washing	QS2007.238	 Spin	dryer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Dryer	QS2007.239	 Drying	machine	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Dryer	QS2007.240	 Bucket	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bucket	QS2007.241	 Steam	engine	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Energy	production	t&e	 Engine,	steam	QS2007.242	 Steam	press	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Press,	linen	QS2007.243	 Air	compressor	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Energy	production	t&e	 Compressor	QS2007.244	 Drying	rack	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Rack,	drying	QS2007.245	 Lamp	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Lamp	QS2007.246	 Flywheels	and	shafts	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Mechanical	t&e	 Flywheel	QS2007.247	 Cistern	 Structures	 Site	feature	 Cistern	QS2007.248	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2007.249	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2007.250	 Pick	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Mining	&	mineral	harvesting	t&e	 Pick	QS2007.251	 Pick	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Mining	&	mineral	harvesting	t&e	 Pick	QS2007.252	 Pick	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Mining	&	mineral	harvesting	t&e	 Pick	QS2007.253	 Fixture	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Fixture,	wall	QS2007.254	 Basin	 Personal	Artifacts	 Toilet	article	 Basin	QS2007.255	 Trolley	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Land	transportation	-	human-powered	 Barrow	
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Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2007.256	 Vice	bench	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Woodworking	t&e	 Bench,	carpenter's	QS2007.257	 Gates	 Structures	 Site	feature	 Gate	QS2007.258	 Trolley	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Land	transportation	-	human-powered	 Barrow	QS2007.259	 Canister	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Jar	QS2007.260	 Pole	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 Pole	QS2007.261	 Pole	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 Pole	QS2007.262	 Drum	heater	 Furnishings	 Temperature	control	devices	 Heater	QS2007.263	 Water	tank	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Tank,	storage	QS2007.264	 Water	tank	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Tank,	storage	QS2007.265	 Sign	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	QS2007.266	 Sign	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	QS2007.267	 Stove	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Stove	QS2007.268	 Stove	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Stove	QS2007.269	 Stove	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Stove	QS2007.270	 Stove	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Stove	QS2007.271	 Container	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Jar	QS2007.272	 Wood	 Structures	 Site	feature	 Platform	QS2007.273	 Ladle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Ladle	QS2007.274	 Platform	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Weights	&	measures	t&e	 Scale,	balance	QS2007.275	 Headstone	'Isabella	Cash'	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2007.276	 Headstone	'Unknown'	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2007.277	 Headstone	'Elizabeth	Ritson'	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2007.278	 Headstone	'Passengers	of	the	William	Rodger'	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2007.279	 Headstone	'Peter	McNeil'	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	
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Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2007.280	 Headstone	'Mary	Jane	Rogers'	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2007.281	 Headstone	'Passengers	of	the	William	Rodger'	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2007.282	 Headstone	'John	R.	Hall'	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2007.283	 Headstone	'Margaret	Mackinlay'	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2007.284	 Headstone	'Edward	Rout'	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2007.285	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2007.286	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2007.287	 Armchair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2007.288	 Stool	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Stool	QS2007.289	 Quarantine	Act	1908-12	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Memorandum	QS2007.290	 Signalling	flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.291	 Signalling	flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.292	 Signalling	flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.293	 Signalling	flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.294	 Signalling	flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.295	 Signalling	flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.296	 Signalling	flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.297	 Signalling	flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.298	 Signalling	flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.299	 Signalling	flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.300	 Signalling	flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	
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Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2007.301	 Signalling	flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.302	 Signalling	flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.303	 Signalling	flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.304	 Signalling	flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.305	 Signalling	flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.306	 Signalling	flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.307	 Signalling	flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.308	 Signalling	flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.309	 Signalling	flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.310	 Signalling	flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.311	 Signalling	flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.312	 Signalling	flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.313	 Signalling	flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.314	 Signalling	flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.315	 Signalling	flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.316	 Signalling	flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.317	 Signalling	flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2007.318	 Sickle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Sickle	QS2007.319	 Luggage	trolley	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Land	transportation	-	human-powered	 Barrow	
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Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2007.320	 Luggage	trolley	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Land	transportation	-	human-powered	 Barrow	QS2007.321	 Ashtray	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Ashtray	QS2007.322	 Lathe	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Woodworking	t&e	 Lathe	QS2007.323	 Cloche	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Dome,	food	QS2007.324	 Funicular	track	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Rail	transportation	-	accessory	 Track	section	QS2007.325	 Box	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Box	QS2007.326.1-10	 Wine	glass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Glass,	wine	QS2007.327.1-17	 Wine	glass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Glass,	wine	QS2007.328	 Wedgewood	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2007.329	 Wedgewood	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2007.330	 Wedgewood	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Platter	QS2007.331.1-2	 Sugar	bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl,	sugar	QS2007.332.1-3	 Sugar	bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl,	sugar	QS2007.333.1-4	 Sugar	bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl,	sugar	QS2007.334.1-5	 Sugar	bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl,	sugar	QS2007.335.1-5	 Sugar	bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl,	sugar	QS2007.336	 Pillow	case	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Cover,	pillow	QS2007.337.1-16	 Salt	shaker	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Saltshaker	QS2007.338.1-68	 Egg	cup	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Eggcup	QS2007.339.-12	 Pepper	shaker	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Mill,	pepper	QS2007.340.1-3	 Water	vessel	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2007.341.1-4	 Ashtray	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Ashtray	QS2007.342	 Glass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Glass	QS2007.343.1-13	 Ashtray	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Ashtray	QS2007.344	 Jug	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Pitcher	QS2007.345	 Jug	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Pitcher	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2007.346	 Glass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Glass,	water	QS2007.347	 Sheet	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Sheet	QS2007.348.1-44	 Dinner	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate,	dinner	QS2007.349.1-13	 Entrée	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2007.350.1-9	 Bread	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2007.351.1-26	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2007.352.1-7	 Jug	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Pitcher	QS2007.353.1-9	 Tea	cup	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teacup	QS2007.354	 Saucer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Saucer	QS2008.1.1-2	 Grater	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Grater	QS2008.2.1-6	 Salad	shredder	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Slicer,	vegetable	QS2008.3.1-3	 Grater	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Grater	QS2008.4	 Colander	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Colander	QS2008.5	 Egg	slide	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Spatula	QS2008.6.1-3	 Egg	slide	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Spatula	QS2008.7	 Egg	slide	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Spatula	QS2008.8	 Egg	slide	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Spatula	QS2008.9	 Egg	slide	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Spatula	QS2008.10	 Mug	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Mug	QS2008.11	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2008.12	 Sugar	bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl,	sugar	QS2008.13	 Sugar	bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl,	sugar	QS2008.14	 Bread	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2008.15.1-2	 Bread	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2008.16.1-3	 Bread	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2008.17.1-8	 Bread	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2008.18	 Bread	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2008.19.1-17	 Bread	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.20	 Dinner	plate		 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate,	dinner	QS2008.21.1-13	 Syrup	dispenser	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Pitcher,	syrup	QS2008.22.1-15	 Syrup	dispenser	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Pitcher,	syrup	QS2008.23.1-12	 Syrup	dispenser	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Pitcher,	syrup	QS2008.24.1-16	 Syrup	dispenser	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Pitcher,	syrup	QS2008.25	 Syrup	dispenser	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Pitcher,	syrup	QS2008.261.-29	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2008.27.1-3	 Entrée	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2008.28.1-13	 Coffee	cup	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Cup,	coffee	QS2008.29.1-4	 Dinner	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate,	dinner	QS2008.30	 Tea	strainer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Infuser,	tea	QS2008.31	 Tea	strainer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Infuser,	tea	QS2008.32	 Tea	strainer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Infuser,	tea	QS2008.33.1-2	 Tea	strainer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Infuser,	tea	QS2008.34	 Tea	strainer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Infuser,	tea	QS2008.35.1-2	 Tea	strainer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Infuser,	tea	QS2008.36	 Teapot	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teapot	QS2008.37.1-6	 Butter	dish	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Dish,	butter	QS2008.38	 Teapot		 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teapot	QS2008.39	 Butter	dish	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Dish,	butter	QS2008.40.1-4	 Teapot	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teapot	QS2008.41.1-4	 Colander	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Colander	QS2008.42.1-2	 Coffee	pot	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Coffeepot	QS2008.43	 Teapot	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teapot	QS2008.44.1-4	 Butter	dish	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Dish,	butter	QS2008.45.1-3	 Butter	dish	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Dish,	butter	QS2008.46.1-17	 Egg	cup	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Eggcup	QS2008.47.1-14	 Tea	cup	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teacup	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.48.1-11	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2008.49.1-2	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2008.50.1-33	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2008.51.1-41	 Egg	cup	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Eggcup	QS2008.52.1-15	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2008.53.1-22	 Lantern	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Lamp,	oil	QS2008.54.1-2	 Water	jug	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Pitcher	QS2008.55.1-14/1-2	 Butter	dish	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Pitcher	QS2008.56.1-45	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2008.57.1-3	 Strainer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Strainer	QS2008.58.1-3	 Deep	fryer	spoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Spoon	QS2008.59.1-8	 Bread	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2008.60.1-16	 Dinner	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate,	dinner	QS2008.61.1-8	 Saucer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Saucer	QS2008.62.1-2	 Saucer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Saucer	QS2008.63.1-31	 Saucer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Saucer	QS2008.64	 Saucer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Saucer	QS2008.65	 Paper	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate,	dinner	QS2008.65.1-44	 Saucer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Saucer	QS2008.66.1-22	 Dinner	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2008.67.1-39	 Bread	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2008.68.1-3	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2008.69.1-2	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2008.70.1-3	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2008.71.1-14	 Cup	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teacup	QS2008.72.1-5	 Tea	cup	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teacup	QS2008.73.1-6	 Tea	cup	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teacup	QS2008.74	 Tea	cup	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teacup	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.75.1-8	 Tea	cup	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teacup	QS2008.76.1-20	 Bread	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2008.77	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2008.78.1-25	 Bread	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2008.79.1-37	 Bread	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2008.80	 Dinner	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate,	dinner	QS2008.81.1-27	 Dinner	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate,	dinner	QS2008.82	 Entrée	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2008.83.1-12	 Saki	cup	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Cup,	saki	QS2008.84.1-32	 Dinner	knife	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Knife,	dinner	QS2008.85.1-5	 Dinner	knife	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Knife,	dinner	QS2008.86.1-36	 Entrée	knife	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Knife	QS2008.87.1-3	 Dinner	knife	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Knife,	dinner	QS2008.88.1-3	 Entrée	knife	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Knife	QS2008.89.1-6	 Entrée	knife	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Knife	QS2008.90.1-22	 Entrée	knife	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Knife	QS2008.91.1-26	 Dinner	knife	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Knife,	dinner	QS2008.92.1-25	 Soup	spoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Spoon,	soup	QS2008.93.1-12	 Dessert	spoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Spoon,	dessert	QS2008.94	 Teapot	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teapot	QS2008.95	 Luggage	trolley	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Land	transportation	-	human-powered	 Barrow	QS2008.96	 Saucer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Saucer	QS2008.97.1-55	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2008.98.1-23	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2008.99.1-14	 Bread	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2008.100.1-26	 Dinner	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate,	dinner	QS2008.101.1-52	 Saucer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Saucer	
244		
Object	
Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.102.1-9	 Saucer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Saucer	QS2008.103	 Saucer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Saucer	QS2008.104.1-3	 Saucer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Saucer	QS2008.105.1-4	 Saucer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Saucer	QS2008.106.1-14	 Saucer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Saucer	QS2008.107.1-19	 Bread	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2008.108.1-5	 Jug	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Pitcher	QS2008.109	 Jug	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Pitcher	QS2008.110.1-49	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2008.111	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2008.112.1-24	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2008.113.1-2	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2008.114	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2008.115	 Sugar	container	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl,	sugar	QS2008.116.1-119	 Saucer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Saucer	QS2008.117	 Saucer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Saucer	QS2008.118	 Hospital	keys	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.119	 Pincers	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Tweezer	QS2008.120.1-5	 Serving	spoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Spoon,	serving	QS2008.121.1-2	 Fork	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Fork	QS2008.122.1-3	 Teaspoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teaspoon	QS2008.123	 Candle	holder	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Candlestick	QS2008.124	 Candle	holder	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Candlestick	QS2008.125	 Candle	holder	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Candlestick	QS2008.126.1-59	 Dessert	spoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Spoon,	dessert	QS2008.127.1-24	 Dessert	spoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Spoon,	dessert	QS2008.128.1-6	 Dessert	spoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Spoon,	dessert	QS2008.129	 Candle	holder	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Candlestick	QS2008.130	 Candle	holder	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Candlestick	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.131/1-22	 Egg	poacher	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Poacher	QS2008.132.1-17	 Ashtray	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Ashtray	QS2008.133.1-5	 Soap	dish	 Personal	Artifacts	 Toilet	article	 Dish,	soap	QS2008.134	 Soap	dish	 Personal	Artifacts	 Toilet	article	 Dish,	soap	QS2008.135.1-12	 Soap	dish	 Personal	Artifacts	 Toilet	article	 Dish,	soap	QS2008.136	 Measuring	glass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Weights	&	measures	t&e	 Measure,	liquid	QS2008.137	 Luggage	trolley	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Land	transportation	-	human-powered	 Barrow	QS2008.138	 Saucepan	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Saucepan	QS2008.139	 Saucepan	lid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Saucepan	QS2008.140.1-16	 Dinner	fork	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Fork,	dinner	QS2008.141.1-31	 Dinner	fork	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Fork,	dinner	QS2008.142.1-32	 Dinner	fork	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Fork,	dinner	QS2008.143.1-3	 Dinner	fork	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Fork,	dinner	QS2008.144.1-25	 Dessert	spoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Spoon,	dessert	QS2008.145.1-24	 Soup	soon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Spoon,	soup	QS2008.146.1-5	 Teaspoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teaspoon	QS2008.147	 Soup	spoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Spoon,	soup	QS2008.148.1-10	 Teaspoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teaspoon	QS2008.149.1-14	 Teaspoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teaspoon	QS2008.150.1-101	 Dinner	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate,	dinner	QS2008.151.1-28	 Dinner	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate,	dinner	QS2008.152.1-18	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2008.153.1-6	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2008.154	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2008.155.1-9	 Sugar	spoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Spoon,	sugar	QS2008.156.1-22	 Dessert	spoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Spoon,	dessert	QS2008.157	 Fork	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Fork	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.158	 Tea	spoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teaspoon	QS2008.159.1-2	 Teaspoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teaspoon	QS2008.160.1-30	 Entrée	fork	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Fork	QS2008.161.1-3	 Entrée	fork	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Fork	QS2008.162.1-9	 Entrée	fork	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Fork	QS2008.163	 Jug	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Pitcher	QS2008.164	 Tool	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Rail	transportation	-	accessory	 		QS2008.165	 Display	cabinet	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Cabinet,	display	QS2008.166	 Jug	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Pitcher	QS2008.167	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2008.168	 Quarantine	Act	1901	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Memorandum	QS2008.169	 Penny	 Communication	Artifacts	 Exchange	medium	 Coin	QS2008.170	 Platter	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Platter	QS2008.171	 Water	vessel	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2008.172.1-3	 Scythe	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Scythe	QS2008.173	 Luggage	trolley	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Land	transportation	-	human-powered	 Barrow	QS2008.174	 Luggage	trolley	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Land	transportation	-	human-powered	 Barrow	QS2008.175	 Test	tube	disinfector	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Autoclave	QS2008.176	 Heating	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Plate,	hot	QS2008.177	 Test	tube	disinfector	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Autoclave	QS2008.178	 Test	tube	disinfector	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Autoclave	QS2008.179	 Machine	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 		QS2008.180.1-2	 Tripod	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Tripod	QS2008.181.1-2	 Glass	cover	with	metal	casing	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.182	 Certificate	of	Inspection	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Certificate,	achievement	QS2008.183	 Wooden	stand	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2008.184.1-2	 Container	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Bottle,	medicine	QS2008.185	 Container	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Jar	QS2008.186	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Bottle,	medicine	QS2008.187	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Bottle,	medicine	QS2008.188	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Bottle,	medicine	QS2008.189	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Bottle,	medicine	QS2008.190	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Bottle,	medicine	QS2008.191	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Bottle,	medicine	QS2008.192.1-2	 Measuring	glass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Weights	&	measures	t&e	 Measure,	liquid	QS2008.193.1-3	 Container	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Jar	QS2008.194.1-2	 Container	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Jar	QS2008.195	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Bottle,	medicine	QS2008.196	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Bottle,	medicine	QS2008.197	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Bottle,	medicine	QS2008.198	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Bottle,	medicine	QS2008.199	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Bottle,	medicine	QS2008.200	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Bottle,	medicine	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.201	 Measuring	glass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Weights	&	measures	t&e	 Measure,	liquid	QS2008.202	 Measuring	glass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Weights	&	measures	t&e	 Measure,	liquid	QS2008.203	 Measuring	glass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Weights	&	measures	t&e	 Measure,	liquid	QS2008.204	 Cetrimide	cream	in	container	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Bottle,	medicine	QS2008.205	 Gas	cylinder	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2008.206	 Funnel	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Funnel	QS2008.207	 Funnerl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Funnel	QS2008.208.1-2	 Wire	gauze	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Gauze,	wire	QS2008.209	 Test	tube	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Tube,	test	QS2008.210/1-4	 Lab	equipment	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Burette	QS2008.211	 Toast	rack	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Rack,	toast	QS2008.212.1-2	 Cruet	stand	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Cruet	QS2008.213	 Milk	jug	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Pitcher,	milk	QS2008.214	 Book	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.215	 Book	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.216	 Book,	'Rose	and	Carless'	Manual	of	Surgery	for	Students	and	Practitioners'	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.217	 Book,	'Surgical	Pathology,	Boyd,	6th	edition,	WB	Saunders	Company,	1947'	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.218/1-5	 Cruet	stand	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Cruet	QS2008.219	 Viscometer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Mechanical	t&e	 Viscosimeter	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.220	 Bunsen	burner	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Burner,	bunsen	QS2008.221	 Test	tube	rack	with	accessories	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Rack,	test	tube	QS2008.222.1-2	 Teapot	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teapot	QS2008.223.1-6	 Glass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Glass	QS2008.224.1-2	 Port/sherry	glass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Glass,	wine	QS2008.225.1-6	 Spirit	glass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Glass,	cocktail	QS2008.226.1-3	 Spirit	glass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Glass,	cocktail	QS2008.227	 Plate	scraper	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Spatula	QS2008.228.1-8	 Plate	scraper	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Spatula	QS2008.229.1-7	 Plate	scraper	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Spatula	QS2008.230.1-7	 Plate	scraper	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Spatula	QS2008.231.1-2	 Glass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Glass,	cocktail	QS2008.232.1-19	 Sugar	bowls	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl,	sugar	QS2008.233	 Glass	flask	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Flask	QS2008.234	 Glass	flask	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Flask	QS2008.235	 Glass	flask	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Flask	QS2008.236	 Gauge	glass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Burette	QS2008.237	 Gauge	glass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Burette	QS2008.238/1-2	 Gauge	glass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Burette	QS2008.239	 Gauge	glass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Burette	QS2008.240	 Gauge	glass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Burette	QS2008.241.1-16	 Gauge	glass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Burette	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.242	 Glass	pipette	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Pipette	QS2008.243	 Glass	pipette	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Pipette	QS2008.244	 Thermometer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Thermometer	QS2008.245.1-2/1-2	 Medicine	dropper	with	test	tube	holder	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Pipette	QS2008.246	 Medicine	dropper	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Pipette	QS2008.247	 Glass	tubing	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Burette	QS2008.248	 Glass	tubing	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Burette	QS2008.249	 Rod	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Stirrer	QS2008.250.1-2/1-2	 Petri	dish	with	lid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Biological	t&e	 Dish,	petri	QS2008.251/1-2	 Petri	dish	with	lid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Biological	t&e	 Dish,	petri	QS2008.252/1-2	 Petri	dish	with	lid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Biological	t&e	 Dish,	petri	QS2008.253/1-2	 Petri	dish	with	lid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Biological	t&e	 Dish,	petri	QS2008.254/1-2	 Petri	dish	with	lid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Biological	t&e	 Dish,	petri	QS2008.255/1-2	 Petri	dish	with	lid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Biological	t&e	 Dish,	petri	QS2008.256	 Petri	dish	with	missing	lid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Biological	t&e	 Dish,	petri	QS2008.257	 Glass	tubing	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2008.258	 Lid	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Jar	QS2008.259	 Notice	board	 Structures	 Building	component	 Board	QS2008.260	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.261	 Container	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Jar	QS2008.262.1-14	 Bed		frame,	base	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Bed	QS2008.263.1-13	 Bed	head	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Bed	QS2008.264.1-12	 Bed	foot	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Bed	QS2008.265	 Refrigerator	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Refrigerator	QS2008.266	 Stove	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Stove	QS2008.267	 Table	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Table,	dining	QS2008.268.1-14	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair,	dining	QS2008.269.1-3/1-3	 Desk	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Table	QS2008.270	 Television	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Telecommunication	t&e	 Antenna,	television	QS2008.271	 Television	cabinet	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Cabinet	QS2008.272/1-3	 Lounge	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Lounge	QS2008.273	 Coffee	table	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Table,	coffee	QS2008.274	 Table	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Table,	coffee	QS2008.275	 Table	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Table,	coffee	QS2008.276	 Planter	box	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Planter	QS2008.277.1-2	 Adjustable	floor	lamp	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Lamp,	oil	QS2008.278.1-2	 Lamp	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Lamp,	oil	QS2008.279.1-2	 Reading	lamp	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Lamp,	oil	QS2008.280	 Reading	lamp	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Lamp,	oil	QS2008.281	 Reading	lamp	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Lamp,	oil	QS2008.281/1-3	 Boiler	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Boiler,	laundry	QS2008.282/1-4	 Wardobe	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Wardrobe	QS2008.283	 Ironing	board	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Board,	ironing	QS2008.284/1-10	 Containers	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Canister,	food-storage	QS2008.285	 Milk	jug	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Pitcher,	milk	QS2008.286	 Milk	jug	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Pitcher,	milk	QS2008.287/1-2	 Teapot	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teapot	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.288/1-2	 Coffee	container	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Canister,	food-storage	QS2008.289/1-2	 Saucepan	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Saucepan	QS2008.290/1-2	 Saucepan	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Saucepan	QS2008.291	 Bread	bin	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Bin,	food-storage	QS2008.292	 Bucket	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bucket	QS2008.293	 Pastry	rolling	machine	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Pin,	rolling	QS2008.294	 Shovel	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Shovel	QS2008.295	 Wheel	barrow	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Land	transportation	-	human-powered	 Barrow	QS2008.296	 Ladder	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Ladder	QS2008.297	 Ladder	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Ladder	QS2008.298	 Autoclave	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Autoclave	QS2008.299	 Dental	sink	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Basin	QS2008.300	 Stand	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Table	QS2008.301	 Blade	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Hook,	brush	QS2008.302	 Rake	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Rake	QS2008.303	 Meat	mincer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Grinder,	meat	QS2008.304	 Container	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Can	QS2008.305	 Container	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Can	QS2008.306	 Container	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Can	QS2008.307	 Container	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Can	QS2008.308	 Wooden	table	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Table	QS2008.309/1	 X-ray	box	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/10	 X-ray	cassette/grid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	
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Object	
Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.309/100.1-9	 X-ray	marker	'4'		 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/101.1-9	 X-ray	marker	'4'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/102.1-8	 X-ray	marker	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/104.1-14	 X-ray	marker	'6'	or	'9'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/105.1-20	 X-ray	marker	'6'	or	'9'		 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/106.1-6	 X-ray	marker	'7'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/107.1-7	 X-ray	marker	'7'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/108.1-11	 X-ray	marker	'8'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/109.1-8	 X-ray	marker	'8'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/11	 X-ray	cassette/grid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/110.1-9	 X-ray	marker	'0'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/111.1-7	 X-ray	marker	'0'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/1-117	 X-ray	equipment	box	and	contents	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/112	 Plastic	backing	to	x-ray	marker	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/113	 Plastic	backing	to	x-ray	marker	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/114	 Plastic	backing	to	x-ray	marker	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/115	 Plastic	backing	to	x-ray	marker	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/116	 Plastic	backing	to	x-ray	marker	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	
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Object	
Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.309/117	 Plastic	backing	for	x-ray	marker	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/118.1-3	 X-ray	marker	'v'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/12	 X-ray	cassette/grid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/13	 X-ray	cassette/grid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/1-3.1-8	 X-ray	marker	'5'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/14	 X-ray	cassette/grid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/15	 X-ray	cassette/grid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/16	 X-ray	cassette/grid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/17	 X-ray	cassette/grid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/18	 X-ray	cassette/grid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/19	 X-ray	cassette/grid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/2	 X-ray	cassette/grid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/20	 X-ray	cassette/grid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/21	 X-ray	cassette/grid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/22	 X-ray	cassette/grid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/23	 X-ray	cassette/grid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/24	 X-ray	cassette/grid	holder	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/25	 Letter	holder	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.309/26	 Letter	holder	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/27	 Letter	holder	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/28	 Letter	holder	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/29	 Letter	holder	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/3	 X-ray	cassette/grid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/30	 Letter	holder	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/31	 S.P.H.T.M'	metal	label	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/32	 S.P.H.T.M	metal	label	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/33	 Glass	slide	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/34	 Wooden	box,	body	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/35	 Wood	box,	lid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/36	 Metal	plug	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/37	 Plastic	clamp/hook	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/38	 Plastic	clamp/hook	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/39	 Metal	clamp	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/4	 X-ray	cassette/grid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/40	 Electrical	switch	bit	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/41	 Cardboard	box	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.309/42	 Carboard	box	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/43.1-6	 X-ray	exposure	holder	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/44	 Paper	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/45	 Cotton	wadding	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/46	 Cotton	wadding	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/47	 Cotton	wadding	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/48	 Lens	bit	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/49	 X-ray	exposure	holder	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/5	 X-ray	cassette/grid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/50	 X-ray	exposure	holder	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/51.1-8	 Box	of	X-ray	film	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/52	 Receipt	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/53	 Note	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/54	 X-ray	film	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/55	 Note	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/56	 Paper	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/57	 Paper	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/58	 Paper	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.309/59	 Cardboard	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/6	 X-ray	cassette/grid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/60	 Cardboard	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/61	 Envelope	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/62	 Envelope	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/63	 Envelope	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/64.1-7	 X-ray	marker	'A'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/65.1-5	 X-ray	marker	'B'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/66.1-4	 X-ray	marker	'C'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/67.1-4	 X-ray	marker	'D'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/68.1-3	 X-ray	marker	'E'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/69.1-4	 X-ray	marker	'F'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/7	 X-ray	cassette/grid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/70.1-4	 X-ray	marker	'G'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/71	 X-ray	marker	'H'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/72.1-2	 X-ray	marker	'I'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/73.1-4	 X-ray	marker	'J'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/74.1-3	 X-ray	marker	'K'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	
258		
Object	
Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.309/75.1-3	 X-ray	marker	'L'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/76.1-6	 X-ray	marker	'L'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/77.1-2	 X-ray	marker	'L'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/78.1-4	 X-ray	marker	'M'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/79.1-4	 X-ray	marker	'N'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/8	 X-ray	cassette/grid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/80.1-4	 X-ray	marker	'O'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/81.1-3	 X-ray	marker	'P'	Letter	'P'	lead	x-ray	film	marker	with	yellow	plastic	backing	
Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	
QS2008.309/82.1-4	 X-ray	marker	'Q'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/83.1-2	 X-ray	marker	'R'		 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/84.1-4	 X-ray	marker	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/85.1-8	 X-ray	marker	'R'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/86.1-2	 X-ray	marker	'S'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/87	 X-ray	marker	'S'		 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/88.1-5	 X-ray	marker	'T'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/89.1-4	 X-ray	marker	'U'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/9	 X-ray	cassette/grid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/90.1-4	 X-ray	marker	'W'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	
259		
Object	
Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.309/91.1-4	 X-ray	marker	'X'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/92.1-4	 X-ray	marker	'Y'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/93.1-4	 X-ray	marker	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/94.1-6	 X-ray	marker	'1'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/95.1-3	 X-ray	marker	'1'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/96.1-5	 X-ray	marker	'2'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/97.1-5	 X-ray	marker	'2'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/98.1-10	 X-ray	marker	'3'		 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.309/99.1-7	 X-ray	marker	'3'	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Apparatus,	after-image	QS2008.310/1-2	 Pump	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Land	transportation	-	accessory	 Pump,	tire	QS2008.311	 Anchor	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Water	transportation	-	accessory	 Anchor	QS2008.312.1-2	 Spatula	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Spatula	QS2008.313/1	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/10	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/100	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/101	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/102	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/103	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/104	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/105	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/106	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/107	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	
260		
Object	
Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.313/108	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/109	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/11	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/110	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/111	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/112	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/113	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/114	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/115	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/116	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/117	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/118	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/119	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/12	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/120	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/121	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/122	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/123	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/124	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/125	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/126	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/127	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/128	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/129	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/13	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/130	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/131	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/132	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	
261		
Object	
Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.313/133	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/134	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/135	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/136	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/137	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/138	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/139	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/14	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/140	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/141	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/142	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/143	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/144	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/145	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/146	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/147	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/148	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/149	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/15	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/150	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/151	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/152	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/152	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/153	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/154	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/155	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/156	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/157	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	
262		
Object	
Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.313/158	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/159	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/16	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/160	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/161	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/162	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/163	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/164	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/165	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/166	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/167	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/168	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/169	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/17	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/170	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/171	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/172	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/173	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/174	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/175	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/176	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/177	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/178	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/179	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/18	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/180	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/181	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/182	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	
263		
Object	
Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.313/183	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/184	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/185	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/186	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/187	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/188	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/189	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/19	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/190	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/191	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/192	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/193	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/194	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/195	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/196	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/197	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/198	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/199	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/2	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/20	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/200	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/201	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/202	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/203	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/204	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/205	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/206	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/207	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	
264		
Object	
Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.313/208	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/209	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/21	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/210	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/211	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/212	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/213	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/214	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/215	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/216	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/217	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/218	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/219	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/22	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/220	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/221	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/222	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/223	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/224	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/225	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/226	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/227	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/228	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/229	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/23	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/230	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/231	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/232	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	
265		
Object	
Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.313/233	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/234	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/235	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/236	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/237	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/238	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/24	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/25	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/26	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/27	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/28	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/29	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/3	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/30	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/31	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/32	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/33	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/34	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/35	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/36	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/37	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/38	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/39	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/4	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/40	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/41	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/42	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/43	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	
266		
Object	
Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.313/44	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/45	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/46	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/47	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/48	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/49	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/5	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/50	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/51	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/52	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/53	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/54	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/55	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/56	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/57	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/58	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/59	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/6	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/60	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/61	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/62	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/63	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/64	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/65	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/66	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/67	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/68	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/69	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	
267		
Object	
Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.313/7	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/70	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/71	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/72	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/73	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/74	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/75	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/76	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/77	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/78	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/79	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/8	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/80	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/81	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/82	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/83	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/84	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/85	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/86	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/87	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/88	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/89	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/9	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/90	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/91	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/92	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/93	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/94	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	
268		
Object	
Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.313/95	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/96	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/97	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/98	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.313/99	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2008.314	 Serving	spoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Spoon,	serving	QS2008.315.1-2	 Bread	Knife	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Knife,	bread	QS2008.316	 Serving	fork	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Fork	QS2008.317	 Screw	driver	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Screwdriver	QS2008.318	 Ladle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Ladle	QS2008.319.1-3	 Whisk	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Whisk	QS2008.320	 Tongs	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Tongs	QS2008.321.1-2	 Apple	corer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Corer,	fruit	QS2008.322.1-7	 Knife	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Knife,	paring	QS2008.323	 Serving	fork	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Fork	QS2008.324.1-4	 Apple	corer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Corer,	fruit	QS2008.325	 Test	tube	rack	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Rack,	test	tube	QS2008.326	 Test	tube	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Tube,	test	QS2008.327	 Test	tube	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Tube,	test	QS2008.328	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2008.329	 Teaspoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Whisk	QS2008.330.1-2	 Whisk	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Whisk	QS2008.331.1-2	 Whisk	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Whisk	QS2008.332	 Food	grinder	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Grinder	QS2008.333	 Rolling	pin	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Pin,	rolling	QS2008.334	 Rolling	pin	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Pin,	rolling	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.335.1-2	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2008.336.1-6/1-2	 Cup	and	saucer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Cup	&	saucer	QS2008.337	 Strainer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Strainer	QS2008.338/1-2	 Coffee	cup	and	saucer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Cup	&	saucer	QS2008.339.1-2	 Plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2008.340	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2008.341	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2008.342	 Plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2008.343.1-2	 Plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2008.344	 Plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2008.345	 Plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2008.347	 Saucer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Saucer	QS2008.348.13	 Plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2008.349	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2008.351	 Plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2008.352	 Saucer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Saucer	QS2008.353	 Plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2008.354	 Plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2008.355	 Plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2008.356	 Entrée	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate,	dinner	QS2008.357	 Mugs	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Mug	QS2008.358	 Plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2008.359	 Dinner	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate,	dinner	QS2008.360	 Dessert	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate,	dessert	QS2008.361.1-5	 Saucer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Saucer	QS2008.362.1-4	 Saucer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Saucer	QS2008.363.1-3	 Baking	dish	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Dish,	baking	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.364.1-2/1-2	 Canister	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Canister,	food-storage	QS2008.365.1-2	 Plug	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Plug,	drain	QS2008.366	 Plug	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Plug,	drain	QS2008.367	 Plug	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Plug,	drain	QS2008.368	 Stapler	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Written	communication	t&e	 Stapler	QS2008.369	 Plug	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Plug,	drain	QS2008.370	 Candle	holder	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Candlestick	QS2008.371.2-3/1-2	 Candle	holder	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Candlestick	QS2008.371.1/1-5	 Spice	holder	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Canister,	food-storage	QS2008.371.2-7/1-4	 Spice	holder	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Canister,	food-storage	QS2008.371.8-9/1-3	 Spice	holder	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Canister,	food-storage	QS2008.372	 Chamber	pot	 Personal	Artifacts	 Toilet	article	 Pot,	chamber	QS2008.373	 Dish	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Dish	QS2008.374	 Container	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Canister,	food-storage	QS2008.375/1-2	 Saucepan	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Saucepan	QS2008.376	 Deep	frying	pan	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Pan,	frying	QS2008.377	 Baking	tray	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Pan,	baking	QS2008.378	 Rolling	pin	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Pin,	rolling	QS2008.379	 Hatchet	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Woodworking	t&e	 Hatchet	QS2008.380	 Hatchet	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Woodworking	t&e	 Hatchet	QS2008.381	 Hatchet	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Woodworking	t&e	 Hatchet	QS2008.382.1-2	 Radio	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Telecommunication	t&e	 Radio	QS2008.383	 Physiological	Basis	of	Medical	Practice	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.384	 Pathology	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.385	 British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Second	Edition,	Pharmocopoeia,	1961	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.386	 British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Second	Edition,	Pharmocopoeia,	1953	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.388	 British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Medical	Progress,	1955	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.389	 British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Medical	Progress,	1956	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.390	 British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Medical	Progress,	1957	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.391	 British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Medical	Progress,	1958	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.392	 British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Medical	Progress,	1959	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.393	 British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Medical	Progress,	1961	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.394	 British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Medical	Progress,	1962	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.395	 British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Medical	Progress,	1963	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.396	 British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Medical	Progress,	1964	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.397	 British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Medical	Progress,	1954	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.397	 British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Medical	Progress,	1966	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.398	 British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Medical	Progress,	1967	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.399	 British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Medical	Progress,	1968	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.400/1	 The	British	Encylopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Second	Edition,	Cumulative	Supplement,	1954	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.400/10	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.400/2	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.400/3	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.400/4	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.400/5	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.400/6	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.400/7	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.400/8	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.400/9	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.401/1	 The	British	Encylopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Second	Edition,	Cumulative	Supplement,	1955	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.401/10	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.401/11	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.401/2	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.401/3	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.401/4	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.401/5	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.401/6	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.401/7	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.401/8	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.401/9	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.402/1	 The	British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Second	Edition,	Cumulative	Supplement,	1956	Inte	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.402/10	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.402/11	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.402/12	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.402/2	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.402/3	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.402/4	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.402/5	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.402/6	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.402/7	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.402/8	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.402/9	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.403/1	 The	British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Second	Edition,	Cumulative	Supplement,	1957	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.403/2	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.403/3	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.403/4	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.403/5	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.403/6	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.403/7	 Interim	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.403/8	 Interim	supplement	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.404	 The	British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Second	Edition,	Cumulative	Supplement,	1958.	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.405	 The	British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Second	Edition,	Cumulative	Supplement,	1959.	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.406	 The	British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Second	Edition,	Cumulative	Supplement,	1960.	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.407	 The	British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Second	Edition,	Cumulative	Supplement,	1961.	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.408	 The	British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Second	Edition,	Cumulative	Supplement,	1962.	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.409	 The	British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Second	Edition,	Cumulative	Supplement,	1963.	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.410	 The	British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Second	Edition,	Cumulative	Supplement,	1964.	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.411	 The	British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Second	Edition,	Cumulative	Supplement,	1965.	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.412	 The	British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Second	Edition,	Cumulative	Supplement,	1966.	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.413	 The	British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Second	Edition,	Cumulative	Supplement,	1967.	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.414	 The	British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Second	Edition,	Cumulative	Supplement,	1968.	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.415	 The	British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Second	Edition,	Index.	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.416	 The	British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Second	Edition,	Volume	1.	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.417	 The	British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Second	Edition,	Volume	2.	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.418	 The	British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Second	Edition,	Volume	3.	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.419	 The	British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Second	Edition,	Volume	4.	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.420	 The	British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Second	Edition,	Volume	5.	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.421	 The	British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Second	Edition,	Volume	6.	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.422	 The	British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Second	Edition,	Volume	7.	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.423	 The	British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Second	Edition,	Volume	8.	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.424	 The	British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Second	Edition,	Volume	9.	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.425	 The	British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Second	Edition,	Volume	10.	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.426	 The	British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Second	Edition,	Volume	11.	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.427	 The	British	Encyclopaedia	of	Medical	Practice,	Second	Edition,	Volume	12.	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2008.428	 Scythe	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Scythe	QS2008.429	 Hoe	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Hoe	QS2008.430	 Hoe	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Hoe	QS2008.431	 Hoe	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Hoe	QS2008.432	 Hoe	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Hoe	QS2008.433	 Mattock	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Mattock	QS2008.434	 Key	tool	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2008.435	 Trench	tool	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2008.436	 Pick	axe	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Pick	QS2008.437	 Pick	axe	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Pick	QS2008.438	 Pick	axe	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Pick	QS2008.439	 Garden	tool	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2008.440	 Blade	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2008.441	 Blade	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2008.442	 Blade	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2008.443/1-2	 Pitchfork	with	staff	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Hayfork	QS2008.444	 Pitchfork	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Hayfork	QS2008.445	 Pitchfork	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Hayfork	QS2008.446	 Rake	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Rake	QS2008.447	 Rake	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Rake	QS2008.448	 Rake	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Rake	QS2008.449	 Saw	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Woodworking	t&e	 Saw	QS2008.450	 Saw	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Woodworking	t&e	 Saw	QS2008.451	 Tray	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Pan,	baking	QS2008.452	 Dish	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Dish,	baking	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.453	 Dish	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Dish,	baking	QS2008.454	 Tray	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Pan,	baking	QS2008.455	 Dish	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Dish,	baking	QS2008.456	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2008.457/1-3	 Cooker	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Cooker,	pressure	QS2008.458	 Oil	can	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Mechanical	t&e	 Can,	oil	QS2008.459	 Battery	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Electrical	&	magnetic	t&e	 Battery,	wet-cell	QS2008.460	 Lock	 Structures	 Building	component	 Lock,	door	QS2008.461	 Bath	 Furnishings	 Plumbing	fixture	 Bathtub	QS2008.462/1-2	 Pot	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Saucepan	QS2008.463	 Stand	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2008.464/1-2	 Lab	water	bath	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Bath,	water	QS2008.465	 Slide	projector	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Projector,	slide	QS2008.466	 Satchel	 Personal	Artifacts	 Personal	gear	 Satchel	QS2008.467.1-3	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2008.468.1-2	 Jug	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Pitcher	QS2008.469	 Chamber	pot	 Personal	Artifacts	 Toilet	article	 Pot,	chamber	QS2008.470	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2008.471.1-5	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2008.472	 Jug	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Pitcher	QS2008.473	 Pot	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Saucepan	QS2008.474	 Container	 Distribution	&Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Can	QS2008.475.1-3	 Baking	dish	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Dish,	baking	QS2008.476	 Baking	dish	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Dish,	baking	QS2008.477	 Baking	dish	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Dish,	baking	QS2008.478.1-4	 Plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.479.1-39	 Salt	shaker	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Saltshaker	QS2008.480.1-34	 Pepper	shaker	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Shaker,	pepper	QS2008.481	 Glass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Glass	QS2008.482/1-2	 Bread	tin	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Box,	bread	QS2008.483	 Scrubbing	brush	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Brush,	scrub	QS2008.484	 Scrubbing	brush	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Brush,	scrub	QS2008.485.1-2	 Scrubbing	brush	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Brush,	scrub	QS2008.486/1-3	 Cookie	cutters	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Cutter,	cookie	QS2008.487/1-4	 Cookie	cutters	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Cutter,	cookie	QS2008.488.1-4	 Miners	light	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Torch	QS2008.489	 Miners	light	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Torch	QS2008.490.1-4	 Timer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Timekeeping	t&e	 Stopwatch	QS2008.491	 Dust	pan	brush	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Brush,	dusting	QS2008.492	 Bunsen	burner	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Burner,	bunsen	QS2008.493	 Oil	can	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Mechanical	t&e	 Can,	oil	QS2008.494	 Disinfectant	bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Bottle	QS2008.495	 Lid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 (Autoclave?)	QS2008.496.1-2	 Glass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Glass	QS2008.497	 Scoop	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Scoop	QS2008.498	 Cruet	stand	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Cruet	QS2008.499	 Filter	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Biological	t&e	 Filter,	sietz	QS2008.500	 Stamp	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Written	communication	t&e	 Stamp	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.501	 Stamp	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Written	communication	t&e	 Stamp	QS2008.502	 Stamp	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Written	communication	t&e	 Stamp	QS2008.503	 Stamp	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Written	communication	t&e	 Stamp	QS2008.504	 Stamp	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Written	communication	t&e	 Stamp	QS2008.505.1-2/1-2	 Milk	caddy	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Caddy	QS2008.506/1-2	 Milk	caddy	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Caddy	QS2008.507	 Pepsi	bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2008.508	 Jug	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Pitcher	QS2008.509.1-2/1-2	 Respirator	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Respirator	QS2008.510/1-4	 PH	Testing	kit	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Indicator,	water-stability	QS2008.511.1-2	 Lemon	juicer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Reamer,	juice	QS2008.512	 Bell	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Sound	communication	t&e	 Bell	QS2008.513	 Canister	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Jar	QS2008.514	 Cutting	board	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Board,	cutting	QS2008.515	 Auditory	testing	device	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Acoustical	t&e	 Audiometer	QS2008.516	 Butter	dish	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Dish,	butter	QS2008.517.1-12	 Ashtray	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Ashtray	QS2008.518	 Mug	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Mug	QS2008.519	 Dish	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Dish	QS2008.520	 Salt	shaker	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Saltshaker	QS2008.521.1-2/1-2	 Jewelry	container	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Box,	jewelry	QS2008.522	 Sifter	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Sifter,	flour	QS2008.523	 Stopper	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Stopper,	bottle	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.524.1-3	 Table	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Table	QS2008.525	 Table	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Table	QS2008.526.1-6	 Table	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Table,	dining	QS2008.527	 Plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2008.528	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2008.529	 Baking	dish	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Dish,	baking	QS2008.530	 Beater	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Beater	QS2008.531	 Beater		 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Beater	QS2008.532	 Telephone	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Telecommunication	t&e	 Telephone	QS2008.533	 Telephone	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Telecommunication	t&e	 Telephone	QS2008.534	 Telephone	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Telecommunication	t&e	 Telephone	QS2008.535	 Telephone	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Telecommunication	t&e	 Telephone	QS2008.536.1-3	 Pepper	shaker	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Shaker,	pepper	QS2008.537	 Pepper	shaker	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Shaker,	pepper	QS2008.538.1-8	 Pepper	shaker	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Shaker,	pepper	QS2008.539.1-2	 Pepper	shaker	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Shaker,	pepper	QS2008.540.1-5	 Pepper	shaker	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Shaker,	pepper	QS2008.541.1-6	 Salt	shaker	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Saltshaker	QS2008.542.1-4	 Salt	shaker	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Saltshaker	QS2008.543.1-3	 Salt	shaker	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Saltshaker	QS2008.544.1-14/1-2	 Butter	dish	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Dish,	butter	QS2008.545.1-13/1-2	 Dish	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Dish	QS2008.546.1-2	 Tin	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Box	QS2008.547	 Funnel	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Funnel	QS2008.548	 Film	changing	box	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Photographic	t&e	 Film	QS2008.549	 Deep	frying	drainer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Fryer,	deep-fat	QS2008.550.1-6	 Wine	glass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Glass,	wine	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.551	 Deep	frying	scoop	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Scoop	QS2008.552	 Scrubbing	brush	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Brush,	scrub	QS2008.553	 Plate	scraper	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Spatula	QS2008.554.1-2	 Reading	lamp	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Lamp	QS2008.555.1-2	 Reading	lamp	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Lamp	QS2008.556/1-7	 Petri	dish	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Dish,	petri	QS2008.557/1-8	 Petri	dish	holder	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Dish,	petri	QS2008.558	 Scales	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Weights	&	measures	t&e	 Scale,	computing	QS2008.559/1-8	 Scales	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Weights	&	measures	t&e	 Scale,	balance	QS2008.560	 Scales	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Weights	&	measures	t&e	 Scale,	computing	QS2008.561	 Cloche	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Dome,	food	QS2008.562	 Cloche	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Dome,	food	QS2008.563	 Cloche	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Dome,	food	QS2008.564/1-2	 Stove	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Stove,	gas	QS2008.565	 Bunsen	burner	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Burner,	bunsen	QS2008.566	 Bunsen	burner	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Burner,	bunsen	QS2008.567/1-19	 Bag	 Personal	Artifacts	 Personal	gear	 Bag	QS2008.568/1-5	 Cruet	stand	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Cruet	QS2008.569/1-5	 Cruet	stand	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Cruet	QS2008.570.1-5/1-2	 Cruet	stand	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Cruet	QS2008.571	 Cruet	stand	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Cruet	QS2008.572	 Cruet	stand	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Cruet	QS2008.573	 Cruet	stand	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Cruet	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.574	 Dressing	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Bandage	QS2008.5751.2	 Buoy	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Water	transportation	-	accessory	 Buoy,	mooring	QS2008.576/1-2	 Cigarette	filter	packet	 Personal	Artifacts	 Personal	gear	 Pipe	QS2008.577	 Toilet	soap	packaging	 Personal	Artifacts	 Toilet	article	 Soap	QS2008.578	 Pick	head	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Pick	QS2008.579	 Pick	head	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Pick	QS2008.580	 Pick	head	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Pick	QS2008.581	 Pick	head	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Pick	QS2008.582	 Mattock	head	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Mattock	QS2008.583	 Hoe	head	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Hoe	QS2008.584	 Hoe	head	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Hoe	QS2008.585	 Branding	iron	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Animal	husbandry	t&e	 Iron,	branding	QS2008.586	 Mouli	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Grinder	QS2008.587	 Axe	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Woodworking	t&e	 Ax	QS2008.588	 Sickle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Sickle	QS2008.589	 Dust	pan	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Dustpan	QS2008.590	 Dust	pan	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Dustpan	QS2008.591	 Blacksmith	tool	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Metalworking	t&e	 		QS2008.592	 Manual	drill	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Drill	QS2008.593	 Pump	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Pump,	barrel	QS2008.594	 Beam	scales	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Weights	&	measures	t&e	 Scale,	balance	QS2008.595	 Scrubbing	brush	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Brush,	scrub	QS2008.596	 Broom	head	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Broom	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.597	 Broom	head	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Broom	QS2008.598	 Broom	head	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Broom	QS2008.599	 Pully	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Mechanical	t&e	 Pulley	QS2008.600	 Pully	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Mechanical	t&e	 Pulley	QS2008.601	 Rope	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Rope	QS2008.602	 Tool	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2008.603	 Plate	with	knob	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2008.604	 Blacksmith	shaping	tool	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Metalworking	t&e	 		QS2008.605	 Plumbers	wrench	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Metalworking	t&e	 Wrench	QS2008.606	 Stake	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2008.607	 Letter	balance	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Weights	&	measures	t&e	 Balance	QS2008.608	 Plaque	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Plaque	QS2008.609	 Plane	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Woodworking	t&e	 Plane	QS2008.610	 Plane	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Woodworking	t&e	 Plane	QS2008.611	 Plane	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Woodworking	t&e	 Plane	QS2008.612	 Mallet	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Woodworking	t&e	 Mallet	QS2008.613	 Squeegee	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 		QS2008.614	 Jug	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Pitcher	QS2008.615	 Jug	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Pitcher	QS2008.616.1-2	 Jug	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Pitcher	QS2008.617	 Chamber	pot	 Personal	Artifacts	 Toilet	article	 Pot,	chamber	QS2008.618	 Chamber	pot	 Personal	Artifacts	 Toilet	article	 Pot,	chamber	QS2008.619	 Chamber	pot	 Personal	Artifacts	 Toilet	article	 Pot,	chamber	QS2008.620	 Measuring	instrument	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Weights	&	measures	t&e	 		QS2008.621	 Dish	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Dish,	baking	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.622	 Dish	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Dish,	baking	QS2008.623	 Pot	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Tub	QS2008.624.1-2	 Chamber	pot	 Personal	Artifacts	 Toilet	article	 Pot,	chamber	QS2008.625	 Chamber	pot	 Personal	Artifacts	 Toilet	article	 Pot,	chamber	QS2008.626.1-4	 Ashtray	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Ashtray	QS2008.627	 Sign	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	QS2008.628	 Sign	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	QS2008.629	 Sign	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	QS2008.630	 Sign	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	QS2008.631	 Atomizer	disinfectant	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Atomizer	QS2008.632	 Water	vessel	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2008.633	 Swing	 Recreational	Artifacts	 Recreational	device	 Swing	QS2008.634	 Swing	 Recreational	Artifacts	 Recreational	device	 Swing	QS2008.635	 Swing	 Recreational	Artifacts	 Recreational	device	 Swing	QS2008.636/1-2	 Projector	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Projector	QS2008.637	 Tool	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2008.638.1-2	 Bucket	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bucket	QS2008.639	 Plane	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Woodworking	t&e	 Plane	QS2008.640	 Plane	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Woodworking	t&e	 Plane	QS2008.641/1-51	 Charts	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Chart	QS2008.642	 Doily	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Doily	QS2008.643	 Notice	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Announcement	QS2008.644	 Death	register	copy	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2008.645	 Photo	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Print,	photographic	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.646	 Photo	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Print,	photographic	QS2008.647	 Photo	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Print,	photographic	QS2008.648	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2008.649	 Polarimeter	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Optical	t&e	 Polarimeter	QS2008.650	 Tool	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2008.651	 Baking	dish	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Dish,	baking	QS2008.652	 Anaerobic	jar	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Biological	t&e	 Apparatus,	culture	QS2008.653.1-2/1-2	 Ashtray	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Ashtray	QS2008.655/1-2	 Container	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Jar	QS2008.655/1-10	 Water	bath	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Bath,	water	QS2008.656	 Sign	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	QS2008.657	 Vent	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2008.658	 Floor	clamp	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Clamp	QS2008.659	 Fumigator	pump	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Sprayer,	hand	QS2008.660	 Box	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Box	QS2008.661	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2008.662	 Lea	&	Perrins	Worcestershire	Sauce	Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle,	condiment	QS2008.663	 Tag	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Tag	QS2008.664/1-3	 Blotting	paper	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Written	communication	t&e	 Paper	QS2008.665	 Paper	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Manuscript	QS2008.666	 Invoice	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Invoice	QS2008.667/1-7	 Instruction	manual	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Booklet	QS2008.668.1-2/1-2	 Decanter	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Decanter	QS2008.669	 Container	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Saltshaker	
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Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.670	 Container	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl,	sugar	QS2008.671	 Cruet	stand	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Cruet	QS2008.672/1-2	 Decanter	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Decanter	QS2008.673.1-2/1-2	 Decanter	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Decanter	QS2008.674	 Container	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Box	QS2008.675	 Decanter	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Decanter	QS2008.676.1-7	 Decanter	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Decanter	QS2008.677	 Stopper	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Stopper,	bottle	QS2008.678.1-13	 Glass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Glass	QS2008.679	 Packet	of	gauge	glasses	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Burette	QS2008.680/1-2	 Canister	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Cloth,	cleaning	QS2008.681	 Canister	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Cloth,	cleaning	QS2008.682	 Shell	dressing	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Bandage	QS2008.683	 Tray	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Tray	QS2008.684	 Tray	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Tray	QS2008.685	 Tray	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Tray	QS2008.686.1-3	 Disposable	nappies	 Personal	Artifacts	 Clothing	-	underwear	 Diaper	QS2008.687	 Cotton	wool	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Cotton,	dressing	QS2008.688/1-4	 Marking	ink	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Written	communication	t&e	 Ink	QS2008.689	 Certificate	of	inspection	of	pressure	vessel	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Certificate,	achievement	QS2008.690/1-24	 Puzzle	 Recreational	Artifacts	 Toy	 Puzzle	QS2008.691/1-26	 Puzzle	 Recreational	Artifacts	 Toy	 Puzzle	QS2008.692.1-2	 Piping	bag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Bag,	pastry	QS2008.693	 Pump	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Pump,	barrel	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.694	 Motor	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Energy	production	t&e	 Motor,	electric	QS2008.695/1-6	 Hotplate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Plate,	hot	QS2008.696	 Mirror	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Mirror	QS2008.697	 Deep	fryer		 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Fryer,	deep-fat	QS2008.698	 Deep	fryer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Fryer,	deep-fat	QS2008.699	 Refrigerator	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Refrigerator	QS2008.700	 Oven	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Oven	QS2008.701	 Mixer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Mixer,	electric	QS2008.702	 Oven	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Oven	QS2008.703	 Stove	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Stove,	wood	QS2008.704	 Glass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Glass	QS2008.705	 Glass		 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Glass	QS2008.706.1-8	 Glass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Glass	QS2008.707.1-4	 Glass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Glass	QS2008.708	 Glass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Glass	QS2008.709.1-31	 Glass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Glass	QS2008.710	 Glass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Glass	QS2008.711/1-5	 Scales	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Weights	&	measures	t&e	 Scale,	platform	QS2008.712	 Fumigator	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Sprayer,	hand	QS2008.713.1-2	 Water	dispenser	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Dispenser,	beverage	QS2008.714/1-2	 Garbage	bin	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Can,	trash	QS2008.715/1-2	 Garbage	bin	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Can,	trash	QS2008.716/1-2	 Garbage	bin	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Can,	trash	QS2008.717/1-2	 Water	stills	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Apparatus,	distilling	QS2008.718/1-2	 Lab	equipment	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 		
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.719/1-3	 Casing		 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2008.720	 Bucket	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bucket	QS2008.721	 Sterilizer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Autoclave	QS2008.722	 Water	stills	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Apparatus,	distilling	QS2008.723/1-2	 Dusting	knapsack	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Sprayer,	hand	QS2008.724	 Framed	photographic	print	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Print,	photographic	QS2008.725	 Basket	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Basket	QS2008.726	 Sign	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	QS2008.727	 Sign	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	QS2008.728/1-3	 Floor	clamp	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Clamp	QS2008.729	 Log	book	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Log	QS2008.730	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2008.731.1-16	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2008.732.1-2	 Lamp	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Lamp,	electric	QS2008.733	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2008.734.1-3	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair,	dining	QS2008.735	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair,	dining	QS2008.736/1-2	 Stool	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Stool	QS2008.737	 High	chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Highchair	QS2008.738	 Stool	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Stool	QS2008.739	 Bench	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Bench	QS2008.740	 Bench	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Bench	QS2008.741	 Bench	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Bench	QS2008.742	 Grass	cutter	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Mower	QS2008.743	 Dusting	knapsack	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Sprayer,	hand	QS2008.744	 Buffer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Polisher,	floor	
290		
Object	
Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.745	 Anchor	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Water	transportation	-	accessory	 Anchor	QS2008.746	 Test	tube	disinfector	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Autoclave	QS2008.747	 Test	tube	disinfector	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Autoclave	QS2008.748	 Schweppes	crate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Merchandising	t&e	 Box	QS2008.749	 Pincers	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Woodworking	t&e	 Pincers	QS2008.750/1-3	 Scales	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Weights	&	measures	t&e	 Scale,	balance	QS2008.751	 Wrench	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Metalworking	t&e	 Wrench	QS2008.752	 Hammer	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Hammer	QS2008.753	 Slide	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Projector,	slide	QS2008.754	 Tripod	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2008.755	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2008.756	 Rectifier	unit	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Electrical	&	magnetic	t&e	 Oscillator	QS2008.757.1/1-7	 Chest	of	drawers	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chest	of	drawers	QS2008.757.2/1-4	 Chest	of	drawers	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chest	of	drawers	QS2008.758	 Mirror	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Mirror	QS2008.759	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2008.760	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2008.761	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Bottle,	medicine	QS2008.762	 Tin	box	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Merchandising	t&e	 Tin	QS2008.763	 Microscope	base	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Optical	t&e	 Microscope	QS2008.764/1-4	 Centrifuge	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Centrifuge	QS2008.765	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2008.766	 Baumanometer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Sphymomanometer	QS2008.767	 Reichert	Dissecting	stand	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Biological	t&e	 Set,	dissecting	QS2008.768	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2008.769	 Bench	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Bench	QS2008.771	 Field	medical	pannier	 Personal	Artifacts	 Toilet	article	 Pot,	chamber	QS2008.772	 Chamber	pot	 Personal	Artifacts	 Toilet	article	 Pot,	chamber	QS2008.773	 Jewelry	container	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Box,	jewelry	QS2008.774/1-3	 Soap	holder	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2009.1	 Armchair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2009.2.1-2	 Table	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Table	QS2009.2/9	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Table	QS2009.3	 Table	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Land	transportation	-	human-powered	 Stretcher	QS2009.4/1-3	 Gurney	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Lamp,	electric	QS2009.5	 Lamp	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Lamp,	electric	QS2009.6	 Lamp	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Lamp,	electric	QS2009.7.1-2	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2009.8/1-2	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.8	 Glass	tube	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2009.9	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.10	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.11	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Bottle,	medicine	QS2009.12/1-2	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.13	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Bottle,	medicine	QS2009.14	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Bottle,	serum	QS2009.15	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Bottle,	medicine	
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Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.16	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.17	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Bottle,	reagent	QS2009.18	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.19	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Bowl	QS2009.20	 Bell	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Sound	communication	t&e	 Bell	QS2009.21.1-10	 Surgeon	smock	 Personal	Artifacts	 Clothing	-	outerwear	 Smock	QS2009.22.1-13	 Smock	 Personal	Artifacts	 Clothing	-	outerwear	 Smock	QS2009.23	 Candle	holder	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Candlestick	QS2009.24	 Wall	thermometer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Thermal	t&e	 Thermometer	QS2009.25.1-3	 Potato	masher	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Masher,	potato	QS2009.26/1-2	 Sieve	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Bottle,	medicine	QS2009.27	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Sieve	QS2009.28	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2009.29.1-4	 Smock	 Personal	Artifacts	 Clothing	-	outerwear	 Smock	QS2009.29	 Brass	lid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2009.30	 Baby	blanket	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Blanket	QS2009.31	 Baby	blanket	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Blanket	QS2009.32.1-42	 Sheet	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Sheet	QS2009.33.1-33	 Sheet	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Sheet	QS2009.34	 Doctor's	mask	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Mask,	surgical	QS2009.35	 Nurse's	apron	 Personal	Artifacts	 Clothing	-	outerwear	 Apron	QS2009.36.1-2	 Napkin	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Napkin	QS2009.37	 Napkin	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Napkin	QS2009.38	 Napkin	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Napkin	
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Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.39	 Napkin	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Napkin	QS2009.40.1-2	 Napkin	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Napkin	QS2009.41	 Napkin	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Napkin	QS2009.42	 Napkin	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Napkin	QS2009.43.1-2	 Napkin	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Napkin	QS2009.44	 Napkin	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Napkin	QS2009.45.1-2	 Napkin	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Napkin	QS2009.46.1-2	 Napkin	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Napkin	QS2009.47.1-7	 Napkin	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Napkin	QS2009.48.1-2	 Napkin	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Napkin	QS2009.49.1-33	 Napkin	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Napkin	QS2009.50.1-33	 Napkin	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Napkin	QS2009.51	 Napkin	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Napkin	QS2009.52	 Sleeping	sack	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Bag,	sleeping	QS2009.53	 Doctors	jacket	 Personal	Artifacts	 Clothing	-	outerwear	 Jacket	QS2009.54	 Doctors	jacket	 Personal	Artifacts	 Clothing	-	outerwear	 Jacket	QS2009.55.1-2	 Felt	square	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Artifact	remnant	 Cloth	fragment	QS2009.56	 Pillow	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Pillow	QS2009.57.1-3	 Pillow	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Pillow	QS2009.58/1-2	 Armchair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2009.59/1-4	 Lounge	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Lounge	QS2009.60	 Nurse's	apron	 Personal	Artifacts	 Clothing	-	outerwear	 Apron	QS2009.61	 Blanket	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Blanket	QS2009.62.1-2	 Doily	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Doily	QS2009.63.1-2	 Doily	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Doily	QS2009.64.1-2	 Placemat	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Mat,	table	QS2009.65	 Placemat	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Mat,	table	QS2009.66	 Placemat	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Mat,	table	QS2009.67	 Placemat	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Mat,	table	
294		
Object	
Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.68	 Placemat	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Mat,	table	QS2009.69	 Placemat	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Mat,	table	QS2009.70.1-2	 Placemat	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Mat,	table	QS2009.71	 Placemat	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Mat,	table	QS2009.72.1-2	 Placemat	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Mat,	table	QS2009.73.1-2	 Placemat	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Mat,	table	QS2009.74	 Whisk	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Whisk	QS2009.75	 Stopper	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Stopper,	bottle	QS2009.76.1-3	 Knife	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Knife	QS2009.77	 Knife	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Knife	QS2009.78.1-2	 Fork	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Fork	QS2009.79	 Reading	lamp	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Lamp	QS2009.80	 Saucer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Saucer	QS2009.81	 Bread	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2009.82	 Bread	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2009.83.1-4	 Bread	plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2009.84	 Bedpan	 Personal	Artifacts	 Toilet	article	 Bedpan	QS2009.85	 Tool	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.86	 Tool	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.87	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2009.88	 Chamber	pot	 Personal	Artifacts	 Toilet	article	 Pot,	chamber	QS2009.89	 Stopper	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Stopper,	bottle	QS2009.90.1-2	 Stopper	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Stopper,	bottle	QS2009.91.1-6	 Stopper	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Stopper,	bottle	QS2009.92.1-3	 Syringe	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Syringe	QS2009.93	 Beaker	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Beaker	QS2009.94	 Canister	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Jar	
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Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.95.1-2	 Canister	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Jar	QS2009.96	 Cake	tin	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Pan,	cake	QS2009.97.1-3	 Bedpan	 Personal	Artifacts	 Toilet	article	 Bedpan	QS2009.98	 Funnel	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Funnel	QS2009.99	 Ashtray	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Ashtray	QS2009.100.1-6	 Stirring	rods	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Stirrer	QS2009.101	 Bottle	 Distribution	&Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.102	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.103	 Glass	tube	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Burette	QS2009.104	 Glass	tube	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Burette	QS2009.105	 Glass	tube	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Burette	QS2009.106	 Glass	tube	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Burette	QS2009.107	 Glass	tube	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Burette	QS2009.109	 Glass	tube	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Burette	QS2009.110	 Sieve	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Sieve	QS2009.111	 Lampshade	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Lamp	QS2009.112	 Scoop	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Scoop	QS2009.113.1-2	 Salt	shaker	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Saltshaker	QS2009.114	 Tool	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.115	 Tool	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.116	 Tool	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.117	 Tool	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.118	 Tool	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		
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Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.119	 Glass	tube	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Burette	QS2009.120	 Glass	tube	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Burette	QS2009.121	 Glass	tube	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Burette	QS2009.122	 Glass	tube	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Burette	QS2009.123	 Glass	tube	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Burette	QS2009.124	 Glass	tube	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Burette	QS2009.125	 Glass	tube	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Burette	QS2009.126	 Tool	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.127	 Weight	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Weights	&	measures	t&e	 Weight,	balance	QS2009.128.1-2	 Plate	scraper	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Spatula	QS2009.129.1-14	 Tablespoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Tablespoon	QS2009.130	 Calor	ironing	presses	installation	manual	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Booklet	QS2009.131	 Mechanical	packings	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Booklet	QS2009.132	 Drayton	Armstrong	The	Trouble	Free	Steam	Trap	Manual	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Booklet	QS2009.133	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2009.134	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2009.135	 Certificate	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Certificate,	achievement	QS2009.136.1-3	 Wedgewood	cup	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Cup	QS2009.137	 Drayton	Armstrong	The	Trouble	Free	Steam	Trap	Instructions	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Booklet	
QS2009.138	 Vase	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Vase	QS2009.139	 Instructions	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Booklet	
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Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.140	 Metal	circular	ring	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.141	 Pulford	Bulletin	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Booklet	QS2009.142	 Telephone	directory	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2009.143	 Commonwealth	Department	of	Health	Report	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2009.144.1-2	 Royal	Life	Saving	Society	Australia	Water	Safety	and	Artificial	Respiration	Booklet	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
QS2009.145	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.146	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.147	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.148	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.149.1/1-2	 National	Parks	and	Wildlife	Service	Park	Use	Fee	Ticket	roll	
Communication	Artifacts	 Exchange	medium	 Ticket	
QS2009.149.2	 National	Parks	and	Wildlife	Service	Park	Use	Fee	Ticket	roll	
Communication	Artifacts	 Exchange	medium	 Ticket	
QS2009.149.3	 National	Parks	and	Wildlife	Service	Park	Use	Fee	Ticket	roll	
Communication	Artifacts	 Exchange	medium	 Ticket	
QS2009.150.1	 National	Parks	and	Wildlife	Service	Park	Use	Fee	Ticket	Roll	
Communication	Artifacts	 Exchange	medium	 Ticket	
QS2009.150.2	 National	Parks	and	Wildlife	Service	Park	Use	Fee	Ticket	roll	
Communication	Artifacts	 Exchange	medium	 Ticket	
QS2009.150.3	 National	Parks	and	Wildlife	Service	Park	Use	Fee	Ticket	roll	
Communication	Artifacts	 Exchange	medium	 Ticket	
QS2009.151	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.152	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.153/1	 Keys	on	ring	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	
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Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.153/2	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.153/3	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.154	 Needle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Needle	QS2009.155.1-11	 Box	of	superior	rubber	bands	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Band,	rubber	QS2009.156.1-2	 Swann	Parramatta	Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2009.157	 Blood	transfusion	set	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Tube,	blood	collecting	QS2009.158	 Cookie	cutter	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Cutter,	cookie	QS2009.159/1-4	 Box	of	metal	objects	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.160	 Centrifuge	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Centrifuge	QS2009.161	 Thimble	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Textileworking	t&e	 Thimble	QS2009.162	 Filter	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Filter,	sietz	QS2009.163/1-2	 Rubber	tubing	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.164/1-2	 Metal	clip	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.165	 Padlock	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Regulative	&	protective	t&e	 Padlock	QS2009.166/1-2	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2009.167	 Cement	smoother	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Masonry	&	stoneworking	t&e	 Trowel,	smoothing	QS2009.168	 Wooden	sign	 Communication	Artifacts	 Advertising	medium	 Sign	QS2009.169.1-2	 Calstan	radio	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Telecommunication	t&e	 Radio	QS2009.170	 Switch	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Electrical	&	magnetic	t&e	 Switch	QS2009.171	 Calstan	radio	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Telecommunication	t&e	 Radio	QS2009.172	 Rubber	tubing	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.173.1-2	 Metal	wheel	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Wheel	QS2009.174.1-2	 Baking	tray	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Pan,	baking	QS2009.175.1-23	 Egg	poacher	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Poacher	
299		
Object	
Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.176	 Tool	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.177	 Tool	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.178	 Sickle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Sickle	QS2009.179	 Tool	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.180	 Biscuit	tin	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Canister,	food-storage	QS2009.181	 Centrifuge	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Centrifuge	QS2009.182	 Eyepiece	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Optical	t&e	 		QS2009.183	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.184	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.185	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.186	 Key	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.187	 Laboratory	keys	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.188	 Tool	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.189.1-2/1-2	 Gloves	 Personal	Artifacts	 Clothing	-	accessory	 Glove	QS2009.190	 Handcuffs	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Regulative	&	protective	t&e	 Handcuffs	QS2009.191.1-2	 Glass	domes	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.192.1-4	 Keys	on	ring	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.193	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.194	 Shower	head	 Furnishings	 Plumbing	fixture	 Shower	QS2009.195	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.196	 Linen	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Tablecloth	QS2009.197	 Tin	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Box	QS2009.198	 Linen	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Tablecloth	QS2009.199	 Metal	object	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.200	 Power	point	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Electrical	&	magnetic	t&e	 Plug,	socket	
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Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.201	 Metal	object	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.202	 Map	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Map	QS2009.203	 Tool	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Metalworking	t&e	 Wrench	QS2009.204.1-2	 Lock	&	key	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Regulative	&	protective	t&e	 Padlock	QS2009.205	 Toilet	seat	 Furnishings	 Plumbing	fixture	 Toilet	QS2009.206	 Metal	tube	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.207	 Pump	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.208	 Dusting	knapsack	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Sprayer,	hand	QS2009.209.1-3	 Metal	object	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.210	 Pipette	shaker	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Shaker,	pipette	QS2009.211	 Extension	cord	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Electrical	&	magnetic	t&e	 		QS2009.212/1-9	 Metal	object	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.213	 Pump	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Pump,	barrel	QS2009.214	 Motor	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Energy	production	t&e	 Motor,	electric	QS2009.215.1-2	 Metal	object	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.216	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.217	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.219	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2009.220/1-2	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2009.221	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2009.222	 Bowl	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Tub	QS2009.223	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2009.224	 Food	server	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Table,	serving	QS2009.225	 Fragment	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Artifact	remnant	 Sherd	QS2009.226	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2009.227	 Ceramic	stein	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Stein	
301		
Object	
Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.228	 Brass	lid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 (Autoclave?)	QS2009.229	 Brass	lid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 (Autoclave?)	QS2009.230	 Brass	lid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 (Autoclave?)	QS2009.231	 Brass	lid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 (Autoclave?)	QS2009.232	 Hanging	board	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Hook	QS2009.233.1-3	 Toilet	brush	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Brush,	toilet	QS2009.234	 Canister	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Jar	QS2009.235	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2009.236	 Tool	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Wheel	QS2009.237.1-5	 Cookie	cutters	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Cutter,	cookie	QS2009.238.1-2	 Insulator	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Energy	production	t&e	 Insulator	QS2009.239	 Insulator	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Energy	production	t&e	 Insulator	QS2009.240	 Bucket	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bucket	QS2009.241	 Notice	board	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	QS2009.242	 Notice	board	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	QS2009.243/1-2	 Cup	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Cup	QS2009.244	 Bowl	fragment	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2009.245	 Cookie	cutters	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Cutter,	cookie	QS2009.246	 Plate	fragment	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2009.247	 Bowl	fragment	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2009.248	 Oil	can	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Mechanical	t&e	 Can,	oil	QS2009.249	 Canister	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.250	 Teapot	fragment	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teapot	QS2009.251	 Clip	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Written	communication	t&e	 Clip,	paper	QS2009.252	 Ceramic	fragment	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Artifact	remnant	 Sherd	QS2009.253	 Ceramic	fragment	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Artifact	remnant	 Sherd	QS2009.254	 Coin	 Communication	Artifacts	 Exchange	medium	 Coin	QS2009.255	 Saki	cup	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Cup,	saki	QS2009.256.1-20	 Metal	clothes	hook	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Hook,	coat	QS2009.257	 Stopper	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Stopper	QS2009.258	 Wooden	rod	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.259	 Ladle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Ladle	QS2009.260	 Decanter	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Decanter	QS2009.261	 Ceramic	fragment	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Artifact	remnant	 Sherd	QS2009.262	 Ceramic	fragment	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Artifact	remnant	 Sherd	QS2009.263	 Ceramic	fragmetn	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Artifact	remnant	 Sherd	QS2009.264	 Stamp	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Written	communication	t&e	 Stamp	QS2009.265	 Ceramic	fragment	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Artifact	remnant	 Sherd	QS2009.266	 Stamp	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Written	communication	t&e	 Stamp	QS2009.267	 Stamp	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Written	communication	t&e	 Stamp	QS2009.268	 Stamp	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Written	communication	t&e	 Stamp	QS2009.269	 Stamp	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Written	communication	t&e	 Stamp	QS2009.270	 Stamp	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Written	communication	t&e	 Stamp	QS2009.271	 Stamp	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Written	communication	t&e	 Stamp	QS2009.272	 Stamp	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Written	communication	t&e	 Stamp	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.273	 Test	tube	holder	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Rack,	test	tube	QS2009.274	 Iron	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Iron	QS2009.275	 Penfolds	wine	bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2009.276.1-23	 Box	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Box	QS2009.277.1-11	 Rubber	coupler	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Data	processing	t&e	 Coupler	QS2009.278	 Leather	strap	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.279	 Baking	dish	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Dish,	baking	QS2009.280	 Baking	dish	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Dish,	baking	QS2009.281	 Baking	dish	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Dish,	baking	QS2009.282	 Box	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Box	QS2009.283/1-2	 Beater	in	box	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Beater	QS2009.284.1/1-114	 Disposable	nipples	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle,	nursing	QS2009.284.2/1-111	 Disposable	nipples	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle,	nursing	QS2009.284.3	 Disposable	nipples	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle,	nursing	QS2009.284.4/1-69	 Disposable	nipples	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle,	nursing	QS2009.285	 Deep	frying	basket	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Basket,	cooking	QS2009.286/1-2	 Pot	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Saucepan	QS2009.287	 Swing	 Recreational	Artifacts	 Recreational	device	 Swing	QS2009.288	 Rope	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Rope	QS2009.289	 Projector	lamp	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Projector	QS2009.290	 Heater	 Furnishings	 Temperature	control	device	 Heater	QS2009.291	 Notice	board	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	QS2009.292.1-2	 Notice	board	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	QS2009.293	 Notice	board	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.294	 Scales	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Weights	&	measures	t&e	 Scale,	balance	QS2009.295	 Calendar	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Calendar	QS2009.296.1-2	 Dustpan	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Dustpan	QS2009.297	 Tool	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Hoe	QS2009.298	 Tool	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Pick	QS2009.299	 Dustpan	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Dustpan	QS2009.300	 Tool	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Pick	QS2009.301	 Teapot	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teapot	QS2009.302	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.303	 Sickle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Sickle	QS2009.304.1-2/1-2	 Lights	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Lamp	QS2009.305/1	 Wooden	key	board	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/10	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/11	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/12	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/13	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/14	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/15	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/16	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/17	 Keys	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/18	 Keys	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/19	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/2	 Key	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/20	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/21	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/22	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.305/23	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/24	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/25	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/26	 Key	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/27	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/28	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/29	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/3	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/30	 Key	with	tsg	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/31	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/32	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/33	 Key	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/34	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/35	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/36	 Key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/37	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/38	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/39	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/4	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/40	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/41	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/42	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/43	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/44	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/45	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/46	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/47	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/48	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.305/49	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/5	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/50	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/51	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/52	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/53	 Key	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/6	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/7	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.305/8	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.306/1-2	 Bottle	with	stopper	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.307/1	 Key	board	with	keys	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.307/10	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.307/11	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.307/12	 Key	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.307/2	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.307/3	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.307/4	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.307/5	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.307/6	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.307/7	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.307/8	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.307/9	 Key	with	tag	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2009.308/1-2	 Bottle	with	stopper	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.309	 Ceramic	fragment	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Artifact	remnant	 Sherd	QS2009.310.1-2	 Metal	rod	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.311	 Metal	rod	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.312/1-5	 Scales	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Weights	&	measures	t&e	 Scale,	balance	QS2009.313	 Laboratory	machine	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 		QS2009.314.1	 Evenflo	bottles	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle,	nursing	QS2009.314.2/1-11	 Evenflo	bottles	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle,	nursing	QS2009.314.3/1-13	 Evenflo	bottles	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle,	nursing	QS2009.315	 Heater	 Furnishings	 Temperature	control	device	 Heater,	electric	QS2009.316	 Dessert	spoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Spoon,	dessert	QS2009.317	 Tablespoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Tablespoon	QS2009.318	 Tablespoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Tablespoon	QS2009.319	 Mattock	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Mattock	QS2009.320	 Fire	poker	 Furnishings	 Temperature	control	device	 Poker	QS2009.320	 Fire	poker	 Furnishings	 Temperature	control	device	 Poker	QS2009.321/1-2	 Scales	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Weights	&	measures	t&e	 Scale,	balance	QS2009.322	 Swing	 Recreational	Artifacts	 Recreational	device	 Swing	QS2009.323	 Gun	oil	package	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&Technology	 Armament	-	accessory	 Kit,	gun-cleaning	QS2009.324	 Board	with	plaques	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Plaque	QS2009.325	 Pink	pages	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Directory,	telephone	QS2009.326	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2009.327	 Scrub	brush	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Brush,	scrub	QS2009.328	 Pick	head	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Pick	QS2009.329	 Pick	head	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Pick	QS2009.330	 Pick	head	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Pick	QS2009.331	 Pick	head	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Pick	QS2009.332	 Mattock	head	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Mattock	QS2009.333/1-2	 Chimney	top	 Structures	 Building	component	 Pot,	chimney	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.334	 Plane	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Woodworking	t&e	 Plane	QS2009.335	 Tool	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.336/1-2	 Tool	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Mattock	QS2009.337.1-2	 Metal	object	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Tag,	identification	QS2009.338.1-2	 Metal	object	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Tag,	identification	QS2009.339	 Metal	tag	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Tag,	identification	QS2009.340	 Metal	tag	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Tag,	identification	QS2009.341	 Metal	tag	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Tag,	identification	QS2009.342	 Metal	tag	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Tag,	identification	QS2009.343	 Metal	tag	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Tag,	identification	QS2009.344	 Metal	tag	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Tag,	identification	QS2009.345	 Metal	tag	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Tag,	identification	QS2009.346	 Metal	tag	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Tag,	identification	QS2009.347	 Metal	tag	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Tag,	identification	QS2009.348	 Metal	tag	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Tag,	identification	QS2009.349	 Metal	tag	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Tag,	identification	QS2009.350	 Metal	tag	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Tag,	identification	QS2009.351	 Smoother	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Masonry	&	stoneworking	t&e	 Trowel,	smoothing	QS2009.352	 Trowel	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Masonry	&	stoneworking	t&e	 Trowel	QS2009.353	 Tool	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Woodworking	t&e	 Chisel	QS2009.354	 Dinner	fork	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Fork,	dinner	QS2009.355	 Squeegee	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 		QS2009.3561-2	 Mower	blade	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Mower	QS2009.357	 Knife	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Knife,	paring	QS2009.358	 Dinner	knife	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Knife,	dinner	QS2009.359	 Axe	head	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Woodworking	t&e	 Ax	QS2009.360	 Soup	spoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Spoon,	soup	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.361	 Metal	object	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.362	 Teaspoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teaspoon	QS2009.363	 Teaspoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teaspoon	QS2009.364	 Teaspoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teaspoon	QS2009.365	 Teaspoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teaspoon	QS2009.366	 Teaspoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teaspoon	QS2009.367	 Fork	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Fork	QS2009.368/1-2	 Candle	holder	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Candlestick	QS2009.369	 Tool	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Weights	&	measures	t&e	 		QS2009.370	 Tripod	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.371	 Tongs	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Tongs	QS2009.372.1-5	 Clothes	hook	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Hook,	coat	QS2009.373	 Clothes	hook	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Hook,	coat	QS2009.374	 Heating	element	 Furnishings	 Temperature	control	device	 Heater,	electric	QS2009.375	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.376	 Coke	bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2009.377.1-2	 Apple	corer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Corer,	fruit	QS2009.378	 Apple	corer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Corer,	fruit	QS2009.379	 Apple	corer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Corer,	fruit	QS2009.380	 Apple	corer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Corer,	fruit	QS2009.381.1-2	 Apple	corer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Corer,	fruit	QS2009.382	 Apple	corer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Corer,	fruit	QS2009.383	 Potato	masher	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Masher,	potato	QS2009.384	 Pot	scourer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Scrubber	QS2009.385	 Whisk	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Whisk	QS2009.386	 Wooden	spoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Spoon	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.387	 Wooden	spoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Spoon	QS2009.388.1-2	 Bread	knife	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Knife,	bread	QS2009.389	 Hoe	head	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Hoe	QS2009.390	 Teapot	lid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teapot	QS2009.391	 Tool	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Textileworking	t&e	 Fid	QS2009.392	 Pate	knife	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Knife	QS2009.393/1-3	 Bolt	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Woodworking	t&e	 Bolt	QS2009.394	 Tool	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.395	 Wooden	rod	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.396	 Wedge	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.397	 Pipe	 Structures	 Building	component	 Pipe	QS2009.398	 Peg	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.399	 Rake	head	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Rake	QS2009.400	 Oil	can	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Mechanical	t&e	 Can,	oil	QS2009.401	 Can	opener	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Opener,	can	QS2009.402	 Can	opener	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Opener,	can	QS2009.403	 Cutter	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Peeler,	vegetable	QS2009.404.1-2	 Bottle	opener	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Opener,	bottle	QS2009.405	 Bottle	opener	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Opener,	bottle	QS2009.406.1-33	 Bottle	opener	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Opener,	bottle	QS2009.407	 Bottle	opener	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Opener,	bottle	QS2009.408	 Peeler	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Peeler,	vegetable	QS2009.409	 Guage	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Weights	&	measures	t&e	 Gauge	QS2009.410.1-2	 Hook	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Crook,	hay	QS2009.411	 Tool	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.412.1-2	 Sign	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.413	 Buchanan	Fine	Scoth	Whisky	Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2009.414	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.416	 Drip	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 		QS2009.417	 Metal	object	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.418	 Metal	object	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.419	 Handle	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.420	 Metal	object	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.421	 Egg	slide	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Spatula	QS2009.422	 Fork	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Fork	QS2009.423.1-2	 Fork	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Fork	QS2009.424	 Fork	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Fork	QS2009.424	 Fork	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Fork	QS2009.427.1-33	 Metal	ring	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.428	 Metal	rod	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.429	 Wooden	board	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.430	 Tray	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Tray,	bed	QS2009.431	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Bowl	QS2009.432	 Film	trimmer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Photographic	t&e	 Splicer,	film	QS2009.433	 Pump	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Pump,	barrel	QS2009.434	 Spatuls	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Spatula	QS2009.435	 Ladle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Ladle	QS2009.436	 Ladle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Ladle	QS2009.437	 Serving	spoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Spoon,	serving	QS2009.438	 Serving	spoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Spoon,	serving	QS2009.439	 Serving	spoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Spoon,	serving	QS2009.440	 Serving	spoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Spoon,	serving	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.441	 Serving	spoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Spoon,	serving	QS2009.442	 Evenflo	bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle,	nursing	QS2009.443	 Ladle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Ladle	QS2009.444/1-2	 Pot	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Saucepan	QS2009.445	 Can	opener	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Opener,	can	QS2009.446	 Dustpan	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Dustpan	QS2009.447	 Dustpan	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Dustpan	QS2009.448	 Motor	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Energy	production	t&e	 Motor,	electric	QS2009.449	 Scoop	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Scoop	QS2009.450.1-8	 Bedside	table	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Table,	night	QS2009.450/2	 Standing	ash	tray	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Ashtray	QS2009.451	 Tool	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Mattock	QS2009.452	 Tool	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Metalworking	t&e	 Ratchet	QS2009.453	 Sign	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	QS2009.454	 Ladle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Ladle	QS2009.455	 Vapour	choke	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.456.1-2	 Bolt	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Woodworking	t&e	 Bolt	QS2009.457	 Pick	head	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Pick	QS2009.458	 Pick	head	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Pick	QS2009.459	 Pick	head	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Pick	QS2009.460	 Pick	head	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Pick	QS2009.461	 Pick	axe	head	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Mattock	QS2009.462	 Pick	head	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Pick	QS2009.463	 Pick	head	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Pick	QS2009.464	 Scythe	blade	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Scythe	QS2009.465	 Scythe	blade	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Scythe	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.466	 Scythe	blade	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Scythe	QS2009.467	 Sign	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	QS2009.468.1-8	 Bed	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Bed	QS2009.469.1-33	 Mirror	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Mirror	QS2009.470	 Mirror	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Mirror	QS2009.471/1-2	 Instrument	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Spirometer	QS2009.472	 Padlock	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Regulative	&	protective	t&e	 Padlock	QS2009.473	 Weight	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Weights	&	measures	t&e	 Weight,	balance	QS2009.474	 Key	tag	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Tag,	identification	QS2009.475	 Ball	 Recreational	Artifacts	 Toy	 Ball	QS2009.476	 Ball	 Recreational	Artifacts	 Toy	 Ball	QS2009.477	 Pipe	 Structures	 Building	component	 Pipe	QS2009.478	 Tool	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.479	 Scales	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Weights	&	measures	t&e	 Scale,	balance	QS2009.480	 Wedge	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.481	 Ring	bolt	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Metalworking	t&e	 Bolt,	eye	QS2009.482/1-2	 Petrie	dish	holder	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Biological	t&e	 Dish,	petri	QS2009.483.1-2	 Petrie	dish	holder	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Biological	t&e	 Dish,	petri	QS2009.484.1/1-61	 Petrie	dish	holder	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Biological	t&e	 Dish,	petri	QS2009.484.2/1-2	 Petrie	dish	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Biological	t&e	 Dish,	petri	QS2009.484.3/1-20	 Petrie	dish	holder	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Biological	t&e	 Dish,	petri	QS2009.485	 Stake	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.486	 Stake	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.487.1-2/1-2	 Map	canister	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Tube	QS2009.488.1-2/1-2	 Map	canister	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Tube	QS2009.489/1-2	 Map	canister	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Tube	QS2009.490/1-2	 Map	canister	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Tube	QS2009.491	 Map	canister	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Tube	QS2009.492	 Framed	print	 Communication	Artifacts	 Art	 Print	QS2009.493	 Framed	print	 Communication	Artifacts	 Art	 Print	QS2009.494	 Scales	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Weights	&	measures	t&e	 Scale,	balance	QS2009.495	 Pump	vacuum	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Cleaner,	vacuum	QS2009.496	 Punner	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Construction	t&e	 Tamper	QS2009.497	 Picture	frame	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Frame,	picture	QS2009.498	 Picture	frame	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Frame,	picture	QS2009.499	 Basket	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Basket	QS2009.500.1-2	 Box	of	of	plastic	pail	lids	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Pail	QS2009.501	 Framed	print	 Communication	Artifacts	 Art	 Print	QS2009.502	 Stapler	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Written	communication	t&e	 Stapler	QS2009.503	 Lamp	beam	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Lamp	QS2009.504	 Transformer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Electrical	&	magnetic	t&e	 Transformer	QS2009.505	 Tool	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Opener,	can	QS2009.506	 Tongs	 Furnishings	 Temperature	control	device	 Tongs,	fireplace	QS2009.507	 Radiator	 Furnishings	 Temperature	control	device	 Radiator	QS2009.508	 Glass	tube	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Weights	&	measures	t&e	 		
315		
Object	
Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.509	 Light	globe	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Bulb,	light	QS2009.510	 Motor	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Energy	production	t&e	 Motor,	electric	QS2009.511/1-2	 Typewriter	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Written	communication	t&e	 Typewriter	QS2009.512/1-4	 Water	bath	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Bath,	water	QS2009.513/1-2	 Furnace	gas	 Furnishings	 Temperature	control	device	 Furnace	QS2009.514/1-2	 Projector	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Projector	QS2009.515/1-10	 Drill	bits	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Woodworking	t&e	 Bit	QS2009.516	 Clamp	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Clamp	QS2009.517	 Mincer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Grinder,	meat	QS2009.518	 Casette	holder	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Sound	communication	t&e	 Tape	QS2009.519	 Block	and	tackle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Mechanical	t&e	 Pulley	QS2009.520	 Guard's	rat	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.521.1-2	 Shelf	 Structures	 Building	component	 Shelf	QS2009.522	 Vice	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Vise	QS2009.523.1	 Wool	blanket	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Blanket	QS2009.524.1-4	 Wool	blanket	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Blanket	QS2009.525.1-33	 Wool	blanket	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Blanket	QS2009.526	 Wool	blanket	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Blanket	QS2009.527	 Wool	blanket	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Blanket	QS2009.528	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2009.529	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2009.530	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2009.531	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.532	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2009.533	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2009.534	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2009.535	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2009.536	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2009.537	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2009.538	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2009.539	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2009.540	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2009.541	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2009.542	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2009.543	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2009.544.1-3	 Wool	blanket	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2009.545	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2009.546	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2009.547	 Flag	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Flag,	signal	QS2009.548	 Face	cloth	 Personal	Artifacts	 Toilet	article	 Towel,	face	QS2009.549.1-24	 Pillow	case	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Pillowcase	QS2009.550.1-12	 Face	mask	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Mask,	surgical	QS2009.551.1-2	 Packaged	pillow	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Pillow	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.552.1-4	 Mattress	protector	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Cover,	mattress	QS2009.553.1-59	 Pillow	case	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Pillowcase	QS2009.554	 Pillow	case	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Pillowcase	QS2009.555.1-4	 Mosquito	net	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Net,	mosquito	QS2009.556	 Material	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Artifact	remnant	 Cloth	fragment	QS2009.557	 Mattress	protector	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Cover,	mattress	QS2009.558.1-2	 Reading	lamp	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Lamp	QS2009.559.1-2/1-2	 Reading	lamp	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Lamp	QS2009.560	 Water	bath	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Bath,	water	QS2009.561.1-7	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2009.562	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair,	folding	QS2009.563	 Stapler	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Written	communication	t&e	 Stapler	QS2009.564	 Drill	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Drill	QS2009.565	 Drill	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Drill	QS2009.566.1-4	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2009.567	 Stool	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Stool	QS2009.568	 Small	trolley	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Land	transportation	-	human-powered	 Barrow	QS2009.569.1-2	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2009.570	 Sign	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	QS2009.571	 Sign	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	QS2009.572	 Sign	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	QS2009.573	 Metal	file	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Woodworking	t&e	 File	QS2009.574.1-3	 Suitcase	 Personal	Artifacts	 Personal	gear	 Suitcase	QS2009.575.1-2	 Wooden	box	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Box	QS2009.576	 Wheelbarrow	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Land	transportation	-	human-powered	 Wheelbarrow	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.577	 Cyanogas	dust	blower	rabbit	fumigator	pump	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Sprayer,	hand	QS2009.578	 Table	legs	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Table	QS2009.579/1-16	 Sideboard	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Sideboard	QS2009.580	 Side	table	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Table	QS2009.581	 Leather	strap	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.582	 Triangle	coffee	table	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Table,	coffee	QS2009.583	 Typewriter	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Written	communication	t&e	 Typewriter	QS2009.584	 Metal	guillotine		 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Papermaking	t&e	 Cutter	QS2009.585	 Doctors	table	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Table,	examination	QS2009.5861-2	 Drying	racks	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Rack,	drying	QS2009.587	 Chest	lid	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chest	QS2009.588	 Wood	plank	and	chains	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.589/1-2	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2009.590.1-3	 Bed	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Bed	QS2009.591	 Wooden	shelving	 Structures	 Building	component	 Shelf	QS2009.592	 Chair	bracket	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2009.593	 Drum	with	handles	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Tube	QS2009.594	 Stool	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Stool	QS2009.595.1-2	 Pulleys	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Mechanical	t&e	 Pulley	QS2009.596	 Bench	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Bench	QS2009.597	 Work	bench	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Bench	QS2009.598.1-3	 Heater	 Furnishings	 Temperature	control	device	 Heater,	electric	QS2009.599	 Heater	 Furnishings	 Temperature	control	device	 Heater,	electric	QS2009.600/1-2	 Rowco	heater	 Furnishings	 Temperature	control	device	 Heater,	electric	QS2009.601/1-3	 Van	Slyke	Manometric	apparatus	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Manometer	QS2009.602/1-2	 Lounge	chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.603/1-2	 Test	tube	disinfector	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Autoclave	QS2009.604	 Hook	on	pole	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.605/1-2	 Crutches	 Personal	Artifacts	 Personal	gear	 Crutch	QS2009.606	 Metal	clip	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.607	 Door	 Structures	 Building	component	 Door	QS2009.608	 Rotameter	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Drafting	t&e	 Rotameter	QS2009.609/1-2	 Test	tube	disinfector	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Autoclave	QS2009.610	 Piping	filter	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.611	 Metal	tool	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.612	 Metal	tool	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.613	 Metal	tool	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.614	 Water	heater	 Furnishings	 Plumbing	fixture	 Heater,	water	QS2009.615	 Water	heater	 Furnishings	 Plumbing	fixture	 Heater,	water	QS2009.616	 Water	heater	 Furnishings	 Plumbing	fixture	 Heater,	water	QS2009.617	 Water	heater	 Furnishings	 Plumbing	fixture	 Heater,	water	QS2009.618	 Metal	tube	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Funnel	QS2009.619	 Metal	lid	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.620	 Edge	trimmer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Mower	QS2009.621	 Lattice	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.622	 Potassium	Permanganate	bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Bottle,	reagent	QS2009.623	 Formaldehyde	solution	bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Bottle,	reagent	QS2009.624	 Formaldehyde	solution	bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Bottle,	reagent	QS2009.625	 Wheelbarrow	base	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Land	transportation	-	human-powered	 Wheelbarrow	QS2009.626/1-4	 Tank	film	bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Photographic	t&e	 Film	QS2009.627	 Ironing	board	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Board,	ironing	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.628	 Floor	buffer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Polisher,	floor	QS2009.629	 Pulley	with	hook	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Mechanical	t&e	 Pulley	QS2009.630	 Sign	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	QS2009.631	 Radiator	 Furnishings	 Temperature	control	device	 Radiator	QS2009.632	 Battery	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Electrical	&	magnetic	t&e	 Battery,	wet-cell	QS2009.633	 Rail	track	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Rail	transportation	-	accessory	 Track	section	QS2009.634/1-2	 Water	manesty	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Apparatus,	distilling	QS2009.635/1-2	 Boiler	 Furnishings	 Plumbing	fixture	 Heater,	water	QS2009.636.1-2	 Meat	slicer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Slicer,	meat	QS2009.637	 Drill	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Drill	QS2009.638	 Metal	rod	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.639	 Metal	rod	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.641	 Ladder	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Ladder	QS2009.642	 Ladder	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Ladder	QS2009.643	 Ladder	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Ladder	QS2009.644	 Ladder	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Ladder	QS2009.645	 Ladder	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Ladder	QS2009.646.1-2	 Ladder	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Ladder	QS2009.647	 Ladder	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Ladder	QS2009.648	 Ladder	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Ladder	QS2009.649	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.650	 Hammer	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Hammer	QS2009.651/1-3	 Frame	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Frame,	picture	QS2009.652.1-3	 Wool	square	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Artifact	remnant	 Cloth	fragment	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.653	 Frame	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Frame,	picture	QS2009.654	 Dishwasher	loading	rack	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Rack,	plate	QS2009.655	 Table	legs	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Table	QS2009.656.1-3	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Bowl	QS2009.657	 Bath	mat	 Personal	Artifacts	 Toilet	article	 Mat,	bath	QS2009.658	 Ceramic	bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.659.1-59	 Piece	of	fabric	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Artifact	remnant	 Cloth	fragment	QS2009.660/1-2	 Container	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Jar	QS2009.661	 Toilet	seat	 Furnishings	 Plumbing	fixture	 Toilet	QS2009.662	 Pump	section	 Furnishings	 Plumbing	fixture	 Pump	QS2009.663	 Gauze	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Artifact	remnant	 Cloth	fragment	QS2009.664.1-2	 Deep	frying	basket	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Basket,	cooking	QS2009.665.1-3	 Board	with	handle	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.666	 Single	sheet	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Sheet	QS2009.667/1-4	 Basin	stand	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Washstand	QS2009.668	 Face	washer	 Personal	Artifacts	 Toilet	article	 Towel,	face	QS2009.669	 Sheet	of	material	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Artifact	remnant	 Cloth	fragment	QS2009.670	 Board	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.671	 Tablecloth	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Tablecloth	QS2009.672	 Tablecloth	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Tablecloth	QS2009.673	 Tablecloth	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Tablecloth	QS2009.674.1-2	 Board	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.675	 Wood	post	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.676	 Letter	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Letter	QS2009.677.1-2	 Trolley	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Land	transportation	-	human-powered	 Barrow	QS2009.678	 Lamp	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Lamp	QS2009.679	 Stretcher	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Land	transportation	-	human-powered	 Stretcher	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.680	 Scales	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Weights	&	measures	t&e	 Scale,	balance	QS2009.681	 Stand	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.682	 Metal	pole	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.683	 Engine	part	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Energy	production	t&e	 Engine	QS2009.684	 Centrifuge	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Centrifuge,	chemical	QS2009.685	 Wheel	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Wheel	QS2009.686	 Chains	for	mooring	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Water	transportation	-	accessory	 Chain,	anchor	QS2009.687.1-4	 Deck	chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair,	folding	QS2009.688	 Deck	chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair,	folding	QS2009.689	 Deck	chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair,	folding	QS2009.690	 Plumbing	device	 Furnishings	 Plumbing	fixture	 Pipe	QS2009.691.1-2	 Light	cover	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Lamp	QS2009.692.1-2	 Bench	seat	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Bench	QS2009.693	 Stand	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.694	 Bathroom	mirror	board	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Mirror	QS2009.695/1-4	 Wood	object	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.696	 Broom	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Broom	QS2009.697	 Lamp	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Lamp	QS2009.698	 Lamp	shade	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Lamp	QS2009.699	 Lamp	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Lamp	QS2009.700	 Trolley	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Land	transportation	-	human-powered	 Barrow	QS2009.701	 Jug	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Pitcher	QS2009.702	 Ink	pot	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Written	communication	t&e	 Inkwell	QS2009.703	 Belt	buckle	 Personal	Artifacts	 Clothing	-	accessory	 Buckle,	belt	QS2009.704	 Clothes	hook	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Hook,	coat	QS2009.705	 Camera	lens	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Photographic	t&e	 Lens	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.706	 Instrument	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Slipcover	QS2009.707	 Instrument	cover	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Slipcover	QS2009.709.1-3	 Instrument	cover	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Slipcover	QS2009.709.1-4	 Instrument	cover	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Slipcover	QS2009.710	 Plastic	sheet	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.711	 Instrument	cover	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Slipcover	QS2009.712	 Wheelchair	 Personal	Artifacts	 Personal	gear	 Wheelchair	QS2009.713.1-20	 Wire	basket	 Distribution	&Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Basket	QS2009.714.1-4	 Tent	poles	 Structures	 Building	 Tent	QS2009.715	 Wooden	board	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.716	 Picture	frame	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Frame,	picture	QS2009.717.1-2	 Lid	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.718.1-3	 Lid	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.719	 Lid	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.720	 Lid	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.721	 Lid	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.722	 Lid	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.723	 Lid	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.724	 Lid	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.725	 Lid	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.726	 Lid	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.727	 Lid	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.728	 Lid	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.729	 Basket	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Basket	QS2009.730.1-2	 Puzzles	 Recreational	Artifacts	 Toy	 Puzzle	QS2009.731	 Scales	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Weights	&	measures	t&e	 Scale,	balance	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.732	 Dish	brush	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Brush,	scrub	QS2009.733	 Scrub	brush	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Brush,	scrub	QS2009.734/1-18	 Small	pox	kit	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Kit,	medical	QS2009.735	 Light	cover	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Lamp	QS2009.736.1-2	 Mop	head	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Mop	QS2009.737	 Light	globe	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Bulb,	light	QS2009.738	 Large	pump	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.739.1-2	 Metal	tool	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2009.740	 Potassium	permanganate	drum	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Bottle,	reagent	QS2009.741	 Wheel	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Wheel	QS2009.742	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2009.743	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2009.744	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2009.745	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2009.746	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2009.747	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2009.748	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.749	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.750	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.751	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.752	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.753	 Bottle		 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.754	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.755	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2009.756	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.757	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.758	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.759	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.760	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.761	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.762	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.763	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Bottle,	medicine	QS2009.764	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.765	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle,	condiment	QS2009.766	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2009.767	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2009.768	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2009.769	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.770	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.771	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.772	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.773	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Written	communication	t&e	 Ink	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.774	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.775	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Bottle,	medicine	QS2009.776.1-4	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2009.777	 Table	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Table	QS2009.778.1-2	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2009.779	 Table	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Table	QS2009.780	 Heater	 Furnishings	 Temperature	control	device	 Heater	QS2009.781	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2009.782.1-11	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2009.783.1-2	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2009.784	 Table	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Table	QS2009.785	 Table	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Table	QS2009.786.1-5	 Blanket	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Blanket	QS2009.787.1-6	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2009.788.1-3	 Table	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Table	QS2009.789	 Bed	frame	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Bed	QS2009.790/1-2	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2009.791.1-2	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2009.792.1-2	 Table	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Table	QS2009.793.1-4	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2009.794	 Bed	frame	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Bed	QS2009.795	 Pillow	case	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Pillowcase	QS2009.796	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Written	communication	t&e	 Ink	QS2009.797	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Bottle,	reagent	QS2009.798	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2009.799	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.800	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2009.801	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2009.802	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2009.803	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.805	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2009.805	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2010.1	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Bottle,	reagent	QS2010.2	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Bottle,	reagent	QS2010.3	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Bottle,	reagent	QS2010.4	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2010.5	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Bottle,	reagent	QS2010.6	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Bottle,	reagent	QS2010.7	 Syringe	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Syringe	QS2010.8/1-13	 Distilling	apparatus	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Apparatus,	distilling	QS2010.9/1-2	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2010.10	 Pillow	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Pillow	QS2010.11	 Burner	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Burner,	spirit	QS2010.12	 Burner	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Burner,	spirit	QS2010.131-3	 Film	canister	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Photographic	t&e	 Film	QS2010.14/1-12	 Microscope	attachments	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Optical	t&e	 Microscope	QS2010.15	 Lens	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Optical	t&e	 Lens	QS2010.16/1-3	 Springs	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Mechanical	t&e	 Spring,	spiral	
328		
Object	
Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2010.17/1-2	 Microscope	lens	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Optical	t&e	 Lens	QS2010.18/1-4	 Lens	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Optical	t&e	 Lens	QS2010.19/1-2	 Lens	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Optical	t&e	 Lens	QS2010.20/1-2	 Lens	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Optical	t&e	 Lens	QS2010.21	 Lens	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Optical	t&e	 Lens	QS2010.22	 Lens	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Optical	t&e	 Lens	QS2010.23/1-21	 Box	of	camera	optics	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Optical	t&e	 Lens	QS2010.24.1-2	 Lens	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Optical	t&e	 Lens	QS2010.25/1-2	 Lens	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Optical	t&e	 Lens	QS2010.26/1-2	 Lens	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Optical	t&e	 Lens	QS2010.27.1-16	 Glass	tubes	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2010.28	 Lifebuoy	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Water	transportation	-	accessory	 Float,	life	QS2010.29.1-3	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2010.30/1-3	 Filing	cabinet	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Cabinet,	filing	QS2010.31.1-2	 Bed	base	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Bed	QS2010.32.1-4	 Mattress	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Mattress	QS2010.33.1-2	 Blanket	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Blanket	QS2010.34	 Blanket	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Blanket	QS2010.35.1-3	 Blanket	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Blanket	QS2010.36.1-6	 Blanket	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Blanket	QS2010.37	 Work	bench	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Bench	QS2010.38	 Cupboard	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Cupboard	QS2010.39	 Table	legs	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Table	QS2010.401-2/1-2	 Armchair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2010.41.1-8	 Pillow	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Pillow	QS2010.42	 Armchair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2010.43	 Drying	racks	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Rack,	drying	QS2010.44	 Teapot	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teapot	QS2010.45	 Wardrobe	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Wardrobe	QS2010.46	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2010.47	 Table	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Table	QS2010.48.1-3	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2010.49/1-7	 Dresser	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chest	of	drawers	QS2010.50/1-4	 Cupboard	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Cupboard	QS2010.51/1-5	 Dresser	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chest	of	drawers	QS2010.52	 Bed	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Table,	examination	QS2010.53	 Table	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Table	QS2010.54	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2010.55	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2010.56	 Dish	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Dish	QS2010.57	 Drawer	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chest	of	drawers	QS2010.58	 High	chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Highchair	QS2010.59/1-5	 Mini	stove	oven	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Stove	QS2010.60/1-3	 Mini	stove	oven	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Stove	QS2010.61/1-4	 Mini	stove	oven	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Stove	QS2010.62.1-2	 Chair	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Chair	QS2010.63	 Cabinet	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Cabinet	QS2010.64	 Bucket	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bucket	QS2010.65	 Bucket	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bucket	QS2010.66	 Bucket	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bucket	QS2010.67	 Box	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Box	QS2010.68/1-2	 Crutches	 Personal	Artifacts	 Personal	gear	 Crutch	QS2010.69.1-3	 Cistern	 Structures	 Site	feature	 Cistern	QS2010.70/1-2	 Cabinet	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Cabinet	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2010.71	 Rail	track	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Rail	transportation	-	accessory	 Track	section	QS2010.72	 Cutting	board	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Board,	cutting	QS2010.73	 Cutting	board	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Board,	cutting	QS2010.74	 Mop	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Mop	QS2010.75	 Squeegee	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 		QS2010.76	 Broom	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Broom	QS2010.77	 Light	bulb	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Bulb,	light	QS2010.78.1-6	 Pegs	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2010.79	 Lightshade	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Lamp	QS2010.80	 Bracket	 Structures	 Building	component	 Bracket	QS2010.81.1-4	 Glass	shards	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Artifact	remnant	 Glass	fragment	QS2010.82.1-3	 Glass	shards	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Artifact	remnant	 Glass	fragment	QS2010.83	 Window	lock	piece	 Structures	 Other	structure	 Lock	QS2010.84	 Crate	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Box	QS2010.85	 Pillow	case	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Pillowcase	QS2010.86.1-3	 Tablecloth	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Tablecloth	QS2010.87.1-2	 Sheet	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Sheet	QS2010.88	 Pillow	case	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Pillowcase	QS2010.89.1-2	 Sheet	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Sheet	QS2010.90.1-2	 Material	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2010.91.1-3	 Pillow	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Pillow	QS2010.92	 Blanket	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Blanket	QS2010.93	 Blanket	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Blanket	QS2010.94	 Sheet	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Sheet	QS2010.95.1-2	 Blanket	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Blanket	QS2010.96	 Trunk	 Personal	Artifacts	 Personal	gear	 Trunk	QS2010.97	 Trunk	 Personal	Artifacts	 Personal	gear	 Trunk	QS2010.98	 Building	corner	 Structures	 Building	component	 Finial	QS2010.99	 Jug	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Pitcher	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2010.100	 Hole	punch	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Written	communication	t&e	 Punch,	paper	QS2010.101	 Cup	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Cupboard	QS2010.102	 Tool	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Metalworking	t&e	 Wrench	QS2010.103	 Ink	bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Written	communication	t&e	 Ink	QS2010.104	 Iron	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Iron	QS2010.105	 Quarantine	badge	 Communication	Artifacts	 Personal	symbol	 Badge	QS2010.106.1-4	 Quarantine	badge	 Communication	Artifacts	 Personal	symbol	 Badge	QS2010.107.1-2	 Quarantine	badge	 Communication	Artifacts	 Personal	symbol	 Badge	QS2010.108	 Quarantine	button	 Personal	Artifacts	 Clothing	-	accessory	 Button	QS2010.109	 Quarantine	badge	 Communication	Artifacts	 Personal	symbol	 Badge	QS2010.110/1-2	 Quarantine	Officer	Authorisation	Wallet	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Card,	identification	QS2010.111	 Quarantine	Buttons	 Personal	Artifacts	 Clothing	-	accessory	 Button	QS2010.112/1-2	 Magnifying	glass	and	case	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Optical	t&e	 Glass,	maginifying	QS2010.113	 Tile	 Structures	 Building	component	 Tile	QS2010.114	 Tile	 Structures	 Building	component	 Tile	QS2010.115	 Serving	spoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Spoon,	serving	QS2010.116	 Bowl	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Bowl	QS2010.117	 Marble	block	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2010.118	 Metal	stand	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2010.119	 Notebook	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Notebook	QS2010.120	 Notebook	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Notebook	QS2010.121	 Book	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2010.122	 Book	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2010.123	 Book	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	QS2010.124/1-2	 Book	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Book	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2010.125.1-5	 Sticker	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Sticker	QS2010.126	 Business	card	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Card,	identification	QS2010.127	 Magnetic	logo	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Label	QS2010.128	 Rail	piece	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Rail	transportation	-	accessory	 Track	section	QS2010.129	 Hat	 Personal	Artifacts	 Clothing	-	headwear	 Hat	QS2010.130	 Quarantine	badge	 Communication	Artifacts	 Personal	symbol	 Patch	QS2010.131	 Name	badge	sticker	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Sticker	QS2010.132	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Bottle,	reagent	QS2010.133	 Badge	 Communication	Artifacts	 Personal	symbol	 Badge	QS2010.134	 Button	 Personal	Artifacts	 Clothing	-	accessory	 Button	QS2010.135	 Case	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Case	QS2010.136	 Case	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Case	QS2010.137	 Badge	 Communication	Artifacts	 Personal	symbol	 Patch	QS2010.138	 Lapel	 Personal	Artifacts	 Clothing	-	accessory	 Cuff	QS2010.139	 Lapel	 Communication	Artifacts	 Personal	symbol	 Epaulet	QS2010.140	 Lapel	 Communication	Artifacts	 Personal	symbol	 Epaulet	QS2010.141	 Lapel	 Communication	Artifacts	 Personal	symbol	 Epaulet	QS2010.142	 Lapel	 Communication	Artifacts	 Personal	symbol	 Epaulet	QS2010.143	 Lapel	 Communication	Artifacts	 Personal	symbol	 Epaulet	QS2010.144	 Iron	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Iron	QS2010.145	 Dish	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2010.146	 Pot	lid	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Crock	QS2010.147.1-2	 Plate	sherd	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2010.148.1/1-3	 Bowl	fragment	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2010.148.2	 Bowl	fragment	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2010.149/1-3	 Plate	sherd	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2010.150/1-3	 Bowl	fragment	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	QS2010.151/1-4	 Sherd	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Artifact	remnant	 Sherd	QS2010.152	 Wooden	spoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Spoon	QS2010.153	 Metal	teaspoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teaspoon	QS2010.154	 Iron	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Iron	QS2010.155	 Puzzle	 Recreational	Artifacts	 Toy	 Puzzle	QS2010.156	 Drain	strain	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Plug,	drain	QS2010.157	 Plane	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Woodworking	t&e	 Plane	QS2010.158	 Hand	saw	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Woodworking	t&e	 Saw,	hand	QS2010.159	 Drill	crank	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Drill	QS2010.160	 Pliers	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Pliers	QS2010.161	 Plough	tool	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Agricultural	t&e	 Hoe	QS2010.162	 Wrench	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Metalworking	t&e	 Wrench	QS2010.163	 Peg	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2010.164	 Squeegee	head	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 		QS2010.165	 Axe	head	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Woodworking	t&e	 Ax	QS2010.166	 Tap	head	 Furnishings	 Plumbing	fixture	 Faucet	QS2010.167	 Tool	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2010.168	 Metal	object	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2010.169	 Metal	object	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2010.170	 Metal	object	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2010.171.1-2	 Bolt	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Woodworking	t&e	 Bolt	QS2010.172	 Test	tube	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Chemical	t&e	 Tube,	test	QS2010.173	 Bread	knife	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Knife,	bread	QS2010.174	 Bowl	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl	
334		
Object	
Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2010.175	 Plate	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	QS2010.176/1-2	 Teapot	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teapot	QS2010.177	 Teapot	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teapot	QS2010.178/1-2	 Teapot	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teapot	QS2010.179	 Glass	object	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2010.180	 Light	bulb	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Bulb,	light	QS2010.181	 Light	bulb	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Bulb,	light	QS2010.182	 Brush	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Brush,	dusting	QS2010.183	 Brush	head	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Maintenance	t&e	 Broom	QS2010.184	 Hook	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Hook	QS2010.185	 Pulley	with	hook	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Mechanical	t&e	 Pulley	QS2010.186	 Horseshoe	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Animal	husbandry	t&e	 Horseshoe	QS2010.187	 Tool	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Multiple	use	artifact	 Hammer	QS2010.188	 Bolt	wrench	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Metalworking	t&e	 Wrench	QS2010.189	 Trowel	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2010.190	 Brush	 Personal	Artifacts	 Clothing	-	accessory	 Brush,	shoe	QS2010.191	 Plane	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Woodworking	t&e	 Plane	QS2010.192	 Plane	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Woodworking	t&e	 Plane	QS2010.193	 Nail	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Woodworking	t&e	 Nail	QS2010.194/1-2	 Kettle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	processing	t&e	 Kettle	QS2010.195	 Stand	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 		QS2010.196	 Lamp	table	 Furnishings	 Furniture	 Table,	night	QS2010.197	 Glass	pane	 Structures	 Building	component	 Windowpane	QS2010.198.1-2	 Ball	 Recreational	Artifacts	 Toy	 Ball	QS2010.199.1-2	 Ball	 Recreational	Artifacts	 Toy	 Ball	QS2010.200.1-2	 Ball	 Recreational	Artifacts	 Toy	 Ball	QS2010.201	 Ball	 Recreational	Artifacts	 Toy	 Ball	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2010.202	 Ball	 Recreational	Artifacts	 Toy	 Ball	QS2010.203	 Ball	 Recreational	Artifacts	 Toy	 Ball	QS2010.204	 Ball	 Recreational	Artifacts	 Toy	 Ball	QS2010.205.1-5	 Ball	 Recreational	Artifacts	 Toy	 Ball	QS2010.207	 Grave	marker	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2010.208	 Grave	marker	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2010.209	 Grave	marker	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2010.210	 Grave	marker	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2010.211	 Grave	marker	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2010.212	 Grave	marker	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2010.213	 Grave	marker	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2010.214	 Grave	marker	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2010.215	 Grave	marker	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2010.216	 Fence	post	 Structures	 Site	feature	 Post,	fence	QS2010.217	 Grave	marker	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2010.218	 Grave	marker	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2010.219	 Fence	post	 Structures	 Site	feature	 Post,	fence	QS2010.220	 Fence	post	 Structures	 Site	feature	 Post,	fence	QS2010.221	 Grace	marker	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2010.222	 Grave	marker	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2010.223	 Grave	marker	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2010.224	 Grave	marker	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2010.225	 Grave	marker	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2010.226	 Fence	post	 Structures	 Site	feature	 Post,	fence	QS2010.227	 Grave	marker	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2010.228	 Grave	marker	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2010.229	 Grave	marker	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2010.230	 Grave	marker	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2010.231	 Grave	marker	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2010.232	 Grave	marker	 Communication	Artifacts	 Ceremonial	artifact	 Tombstone	QS2010.235	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle,	condiment	QS2010.236	 Angier's	Petroleum	Emulsion	bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Bottle,	medicine	QS2010.237	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle,	condiment	QS2010.238	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle,	condiment	QS2010.239	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Bottle,	medicine	QS2010.240	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle,	condiment	QS2010.241	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2010.242	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	QS2010.243	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2010.244	 Bottle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Medical	&	psychological	t&e	 Bottle,	medicine	QS2010.245	 Bottle	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Container	 Bottle	QS2011.57	 Wrench	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Metalworking	t&e	 Wrench	QS2014.1	 Metal	peg	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2014.2	 Wedge	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		QS2014.3.1	 Top	from	Compass	Binnacle	"PASTEUR"	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Surveying	&	navigational	t&e	 Compass	QS2014.3.2	 Binnacle	stand	"PASTEUR"	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Surveying	&	navigational	t&e	 Compass	QS2014.4	 Ships	wheel	"PASTEUR"	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Water	transportation	-	accessory	 Wheel,	steering	QS2014.5	 Propeller	"PASTEUR"	 Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Water	transportation	-	accessory	 Propeller	QS2015.1	 Metal	skeleton	key	 Furnishings	 Household	accessory	 Key	QS2015.2	 Quarantine	Project	team	shirt	 Personal	Artifacts	 Clothing	-	outerwear	 Shirt	QS2015.3	 Eraser	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Written	communication	t&e	 Eraser	
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Number		
Name		 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		QS2015.4	 Pencil	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Written	communication	t&e	 Pencil	QS2015.5	 Measuing	tape	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	 Weights	&	measures	t&e	 Measure,	tape	QS2015.6	 Clip	board	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Written	communication	t&e	 Clipboard	QS2015.7	 Straw	hat	 Personal	Artifacts	 Clothing	-	headwear	 Hat	QS2015.8	 IFRAO	standard	scale	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Data	processing	t&e	 Scale		
Appendix	3:	Categorisation	of	objects	from	the	National	
Museum	of	Australia’s	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	
collection	Note:	Object	number	and	name	refer	to	their	designation	within	the	National	Museum	of	Australia’s	catalogue	(National	Museum	of	Australia	2016).	The	online	database	also	includes	further	details	about	collection	items	including	descriptions	and	photographs	(“Collection	Explorer	-	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	Collection”	2016).	Category,	classification,	and	object	term	have	been	assigned	on	the	basis	of	the	Nomenclature	system	(Blackaby	et	al.	1995).	
Object	Number	
	
Name	 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		1986.0063.0013	 Watson	514402	monocular	microscope	and	box	
Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Optical	t&e	 Microscope	
1988.0111.0001	 Framed	map	of	North	Head	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Map	1988.0111.0002	 Framed	map	of	Port	Jackson	and	surrounds	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Map	1988.0111.0003	 Officers	of	the	Quarantine	Station	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Print,	photographic	1988.0111.0004	 Suitcase	containing	breathing	apparatus	
Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Mining	&	mineral	harvesting	t&e	 Apparatus,	breathing	1988.0111.0005	 Warning	notice	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	1988.0111.0006	 White	linen	serviette	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Napkin	
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Object	Number	
	
Name	 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		1988.0111.0007	 Silver	meat	cover	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Dome,	food	1988.0111.0008	 Signal	lamp	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Light,	signal	1988.0111.0009	 Round	copper	plaque	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	1988.0111.0010	 Dinner	bell	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Sound	communication	t&e	 Bell	1988.0111.0011	 Head	torch	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Torch	1988.0111.0012	 Pair	of	slightly	rusty	black	metal	handcuffs	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Regulative	&	protective	t&e	 Handcuffs	
1988.0111.0013	 Dinner	bell	 Tools	&Equipment	for	Communication	
Sound	communication	t&e	 Bell	1988.0111.0014.001	 Leg	irons	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Regulative	&	protective	t&e	 Shackle,	leg	
1988.0111.0014.002	 Key	for	leg	irons	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Regulative	&	protective	t&e	 Key,	handcuffs	
1988.0111.0015	 Bunsen	burner	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Chemical	t&e	 Burner,	bunsen	
1988.0111.0016	 Bunsen	burner	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Chemical	t&e	 Burner,	bunsen	
1988.0111.0017	 Truncheon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Armament	-	bludgeon	 Club	
1988.0111.0018	 Framed	certificate	from	R.M.S.	"Niagara"	to	the	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Card,	commemorative	
1988.0111.0019	 Text	and	map	relating	to	boundaries	of	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Map	
1988.0111.	0020	 Wooden	stand	with	drawer	and	racks	for	test	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	 Chemical	t&e	 Rack,	test	tube	
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Object	Number	
	
Name	 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		tubes	and	other	scientific	equipment	 Science	&	Technology	1988.0111.0021	 China	washbasin	 Personal	Artifacts	 Toilet	article	 Basin	1988.0111.0022	 Photographs	of	tents	and	buildings	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Print,	photographic	1988.0111.0023	 Photograph	of	group	of	men	inside	and	around	a	tent	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Print,	photographic	
1988.0111.0024	 Photograph	of	timber	buildings	on	coastline	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Print,	photographic	1988.0111.0025	 Photograph	of	nine	men	standing	next	to	a	tent	and	a	portable	boiler	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Print,	photographic	
1988.0111.0026	 Photograph	of	ships	in	a	harbour	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Print,	photographic	1988.0111.0027	 Photograph	of	Quarantine	Station	and	harbour	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Print,	photographic	
1988.0111.0028	 Photograph	of	ships	in	a	harbour	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Print,	photographic	1988.0111.0029	 Photograph	of	ships	in	a	harbour	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Print,	photographic	1988.0111.0030	 Photograph	of	harbour	with	ships	and	wharf	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Print,	photographic	1988.0111.0031	 Photograph	of	arm	of	smallpox	patient	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Print,	photographic	1988.0111.0032	 Photograph	of	face	of	smallpox	patient	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Print,	photographic	1988.0111.0033	 Photograph	of	upper	body	of	smallpox	patient	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Print,	photographic	1988.0111.0034	 Photograph	of	smallpox	patient	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Print,	photographic	1988.0111.0035	 Photograph	of	upper	body	of	smallpox	patient	 Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Print,	photographic	1988.0111.0036	 Photograph	of	the	pages	of	a	book	which	is	partially	titled	"Record	of	Deaths	at	the	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Print,	photographic	
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Object	Number	
	
Name	 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		Quarantine	Station,	North	Head"	1988.0111.0037	 Photograph	of	the	view	from	the	Quarantine	Station	to	Sydney	Harbour	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Print,	photographic	
1988.0111.0038	 Photograph	of	an	inscription	carved	into	a	rock	face	which	begins	"STOP.	Let	weary	travellers	listen…"	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Print,	photographic	
1988.0111.0039	 Plywood	sign	which	reads	"Danger.	Vessel	under	cyanide	fumigation.	Deadly	gas.	Keep	out."	
Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	
1988.0111.0040	 Oil	painting	of	the	Australian	coat	of	arms	against	a	backdrop	of	hills	rising	from	sea,	and	two	ships	
Communication	Artifacts	 Art	 Painting	
1988.0111.0041	 Round	orange	lifebuoy	marked	'PASTEUR	SYDNEY'	
Distribution	&	Transportation	Artifacts	 Water	transportation	-	accessory	 Float,	life	1988.0111.0042	 Pair	of	wooden	leg	splints	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Medical	&	psychological	 Splint	
1988.0111.0043	 Pair	of	wooden	leg	splints	for	lower	left	leg	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Medical	&	psychological	 Splint	
1988.0111.0044	 Pair	of	wooden	splints	for	arms	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Medical	&	psychological	 Splint	
1988.0111.0045	 Pair	of	wooden	splints	for	leg	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Medical	&	psychological	 Splint	
1988.0111.0046	 Pair	of	wooden	splints	for	arms	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Medical	&	psychological	 Splint	
1988.0111.0047	 Arm	splint	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	 Medical	&	psychological	 Splint	
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Object	Number	
	
Name	 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		Science	&	Technology	1988.0111.0048	 Foetal	stethoscope	used	at	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	
Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Medical	&	psychological	 Stethoscope	
1988.0111.0049	 Foetal	stethoscope	used	at	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	
Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Medical	&	psychological	 Stethoscope	
1988.0111.0050	 Metal	retractor	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Medical	&	psychological	 Retractors	
1988.0111.0051	 Gynaecological	speculum	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Medical	&	psychological	 Speculum	
1988.0111.0052	 Metal	stamp	inscribed	'Quarantine	Service	Australia'	
Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Written	communication	t&e	 Stamp	1988.0111.0053	 Bayonet	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Armament	-	edged	 Bayonet,	sword	
1988.0111.0054	 Sterilizer	forceps	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Medical	&	psychological	 Forceps	
1988.0111.0055	 Pair	of	interlocking	obstetric	forceps	with	traction	handle	
Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Medical	&	psychological	 Forceps	
1988.0111.0056	 Gynaecological	speculum	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Medical	&	psychological	 Speculum	
1988.0111.0057	 Laryngoscope	and	tongue	depressor	contained	within	metal	tube	
Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Medical	&	psychological	 Laryngoscope	
1988.0111.0058	 Oval	metal	frame	for	anaesthetic	mask	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Medical	&	psychological	 Mask,	anesthesia	
1988.0111.0059	 Pear	shaped	metal	frame	for	child's	anaesthetic	mask	
Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Medical	&	psychological	 Mask,	anesthesia	
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Object	Number	
	
Name	 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		1988.0111.0060	 Oval	metal	frame	for	anaesthetic	mask	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Medical	&	psychological	 Mask,	anesthesia	
1988.0111.0061	 Calipers	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Weights	&	measures	t&e	 Calipers	
1988.0111.0062	 Gynaecological	speculum	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Medical	&	psychological	 Speculum	
1988.0111.0063	 Gynaecological	speculum	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Medical	&	psychological	 Speculum	
1988.0111.0064	 Metal	abdominal	retractor	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Medical	&	psychological	 Retractors	
1988.0111.0065	 Metal	abdominal	retractor	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Medical	&	psychological	 Retractors	
1988.0111.0066	 Gynaecological	speculum	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Medical	&	psychological	 Speculum	
1988.0111.0067	 Gynaecological	speculum	 Tools	&Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Medical	&psychological	 Speculum	
1988.0111.0068	 Urinometer	stored	in	red	cardboard	tube	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Medical	&	psychological	 Urinometer	
1988.0111.0069	 Cruet	set	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Cruet	1988.0111.0070	 Silver	coffeepot	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Coffeepot	1988.0111.0071	 Toothpaste	dish	with	lid	 Personal	Artifacts	 Toilet	article	 Dish,	soap	1988.0111.0072	 Soap	dish	with	lid	and	rack	 Personal	Artifacts	 Toilet	article	 Dish,	soap	1988.0111.0073	 White	ceramic	chamber	pot	 Personal	Artifacts	 Toilet	article	 Pot,	chamber	1988.0111.0074	 Terracotta	water	bottle	with	stopper	and	dish	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bottle	1988.0111.0075	 Cruet	set	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Cruet	
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Object	Number	
	
Name	 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		1988.0111.0076	 Ceramic	teapot	with	lid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teapot	1988.0111.0077	 Green	wineglass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Glass,	wine	1988.0111.0078	 Green	wineglass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Glass,	wine	1988.0111.0079	 Green	wineglass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Glass,	wine	1988.0111.0080	 Green	wineglass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Glass,	wine	1988.0111.0081	 Green	wineglass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Glass,	wine	1988.0111.0082	 Green	wineglass	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Glass,	wine	1988.0111.0083	 Aluminium	sugar	bowl	with	lid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Bowl,	sugar	1988.0111.0084	 Enamel	and	metal	mug	from	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	
Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Mug	
1988.0111.0085	 Ceramic	Wedgwood	dinner	plate	from	the	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	
Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	
1988.0111.0086	 Ceramic	Wedgwood	meat	plate	from	the	North	Head	Quarantine	Station	
Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Plate	
1988.0111.0087	 White	cotton	pillowcase	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Pillowcase	1988.0111.0088	 White	cotton	pillowcase	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Pillowcase	1988.0111.0089	 White	cotton	pillowcase	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Pillowcase	1988.0111.0090	 White	cotton	pillowcase	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Pillowcase	1988.0111.0091	 White	cotton	pillowcase	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Pillowcase	1988.0111.0092	 White	cotton	pillowcase	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Pillowcase	1988.0111.0093	 White	cotton	pillowcase	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Pillowcase	
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Object	Number	
	
Name	 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		1988.0111.0094	 White	cotton	pillowcase	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Pillowcase	1988.0111.0095	 White	cotton	pillowcase	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Pillowcase	1988.0111.0096	 White	cotton	pillowcase	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Pillowcase	1988.0111.0097	 White	cotton	pillowcase	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Pillowcase	1988.0111.0098	 White	cotton	pillowcase	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Pillowcase	1988.0111.0099	 White	cotton	pillowcase	 Furnishings	 Bedding	 Pillowcase	1988.0111.0100	 Broken	glass	tube	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Chemical	t&e	 Flask	
1988.0111.0101	 Axis	traction	forceps	with	traction	handle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Medical	&	psychological	 Forceps	
1988.0111.0102	 Clear	glass	bottle	containing	copper	sulphate	solution	
Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Chemical	t&e	 Bottle,	reagent	
1988.0111.0103	 Clear	glass	bottle	containing	copper	sulphate	solution	
Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Chemical	t&e	 Bottle,	reagent	
1988.0111.0104	 Clear	glass	bottle	containing	blue	liquid	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Chemical	t&e	 Bottle,	reagent	
1988.0111.0105	 Crystals	of	Benedict's	solution	 Tools	&Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Chemical	t&e	 Bottle,	reagent	
1988.0111.0106	 Opener	for	cyanide	container	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		1988.0111.0107	 Signal	lamp	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Light,	signal	1988.0111.0108	 White	ceramic	mug	with	rural	scene	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Mug	1988.0111.0109	 White	ceramic	candle	holder	with	snuffer	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Candlestick	1988.0111.0110	 White	ceramic	coffee	cup	with	saucer	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Cup,	coffee	1988.0111.0111	 Round	silver	lid	 Unclassifiable	Artifacts	 Function	unknown	 		1988.0111.0112	 White	ceramic	cruet	set	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Cruet	
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Object	Number	
	
Name	 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		1988.0111.0113	 White	ceramic	jug	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Pitcher	1988.0111.0114	 Metal	knife	with	bone	handle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Knife	1988.0111.0115	 Metal	knife	with	bone	handle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Knife	1988.0111.0116	 Metal	fork	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Fork	1988.0111.0117	 Metal	fork	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Fork	1988.0111.0118	 Metal	teaspoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teaspoon	1988.0111.0119	 Metal	teaspoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Teaspoon	1988.0111.0120	 Silver	dessertspoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Spoon,	dessert	1988.0111.0121	 Silver	dessertspoon	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Spoon,	dessert	1988.0111.0122	 Microscopes	contained	in	wooden	case	with	lenses	
Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Optical	t&e	 Microscope	
1988.0111.0123	 Model	1871	New	South	Wales	Alexander	Henry	rifle	and	a	polished	wooden	mount	
Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&Technology	
Armament	-	firearm	 Rifle	
1988.0111.0123.001	 Alexander	Henry	rifle	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Armament	-	firearm	 Rifle	
1988.0111.0124	 Blood	pressure	monitor	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Medical	&	psychological	 Sphygmomanometer	
1988.0111.0125	 Glass	bottle	with	glass	stopper	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Science	&	Technology	
Chemical	t&e	 Bottle,	reagent	
1988.0111.0126	 Silver	candle	holder	 Furnishings	 Lighting	device	 Candlestick	1988.0111.0127	 Cruet	set	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Materials	 Food	service	t&e	 Cruet	
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Object	Number	
	
Name	 Category		 Classification		 Object	Term		1988.0111.0128	 Warning	notice	 Tools	&	Equipment	for	Communication	 Visual	communication	t&e	 Sign	AR00105.001	 An	article	titled	'Memories	of	People	in	Search	of	a	Future'	from	the	Sydney	Morning	Herald	2001	
Communication	Artifacts	 Documentary	artifact	 Newspaper	
		
